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\LOKDO N: Frinted for H. Rhodes, at the Star near Flezt- Bridge 25 A. Bew | 
at the Crofs- Keys inCornhil, and D. Midwinter, at the Zihvee Cromns, in 
St. Paul’s Church-Yard, 1709. Where are tobe had the whole X. Volumes ! 
Or fingic ones from Fan, 1699, to this time. 
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A Continuation of 
Historia Ecclefiaftica cum Paraielifino profane, i qua Contla- 
via Pontificum Romamorum fideliter aperiuntur, & : [ea omnes 
vecenfentur, ut Bohmifmus, Weigelian fins, Syncretifmus, A- 
myraldifmus, Fanfenifmus, Arnaldifmus, Probabilifmus, Natn- 
valifmus,. Borrhifmws, Socinianifmm, Labadifmus, Commenianif- 
j mus, Hobbefiamifmus, Cartefranifmus, Cocceianifmus, Beckerif- 
;, mus, Pieti{imm, Quakeri{mus, Pamilifmus, Spinozi fru, \whi- 
| bifinus, Quictifmus, Poieretianifmus: Bourrignionia Dottrinalia, 
Lockianifmus, Myfticifinus, Stengerianifmus, Neo-Origeniani- 
mus Card. Petrucci G& Fenelonis de Salignac. (um Societatz 
Philade'phica. @ Novellis. Prophetis Sevennenfibes fiftuntur ab 
inno 1600. #f{que ab Annum 1700. Duobus Tomi. Axttor: 
Jo. Wolfgango Fagero Cancellario Tubing. i. e. Ecclefiaftical 
Hiftory in a parallel with the Prophane, wherein is faith- 
fully. explained the —* of the Conclaves of the ew 
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Che Ctiorwks of Che: Learned, 


and all Sc&s, Behmifm, Weigelianifm, &c. from the Year 

1609. tothe 1700, in two Volumes, by Mr. Zeger Chancel- 

lor of Tubingen. Printed at Hanbargh 17e9.in Fol. Tom, -1, 
~ 

p. 79% MIDS , 


1)" the Stb,whe fucceeded Gregory the15th,hated the A. B. 


of Spa/to mortally ; he permitted the Inquifition to arraign 
him, on pretetice of new Faults. Cardinal Ludovifio was the only 
‘dan had pity on him. They would have oblig’d him to refute what 
he had writ again{t the Church of Rome: He an{wer’d, thata 
Prifon was not a proper Place to infpire Men with Wir, or to 
compofe Books ; and upon his refufal they refolv’d to put him to 
death, as an obftinate Heretick: But while they were forming 
his Procefs, che died fuddenly in Prifon, ’twas the common 
Opinion.that he was. poifon'd, left-when he-fhould be brought 
out to publick Punifhment, he might fay fomething to fhew that 
he continu’d in his Errors, which could only {tumble the People. 
Boccalin {ays pleafantly on this Subje&t, that Anthony de Dominis 
committed one great Fault in turning Heretick, and another in 
fuffering himfelf ro be deluded with fair Promifes. They treat- 
ed his Corps as that of an Heretick, burnt it, and threw his Afhes 
into the Air. 

He who lately wrote the State of the See of Rome, fays M. 
Bernard, relates the Hiftory of Marc Antony de Dominis quite 
otherwile, but his new Difcovery is deftitute' of good Authoti- 
ty». which is alfo the Opinion of M. Fager, who refutes itfolid- 
ly. Boccalini, aCotemporary Author, is more to be credited 
than an Anonymous Perfon, who wrete long after, and neither 
quotes his Authors, nor feems_ to be perfwaded.of ‘the Truth of 
what he writes himfelf. Befides de Dominis would have pufh’d 


acounterfeit change.of Religion a little too far, fince he wrote 


and railed violently again{t the Church of Rome, which. fhock’d 
her fo much the more, becaufe he was known to have fpoke a 


greatdealof Truth. The defire of getting Reputation by new 


Opinions, fays M. Fager, frequently puts thefe who write. upon 
unwarrantable Paradoxes. : 


The fourth Decade of thisHiftory, defcribes the War in Ger- 


many, from 1630, to 1640. and efpecially the Heroick A€tions of 
the Great Gaftavus, King of Sweden, who retrieved the Affairs 


of the Proteftants in that Country. He feemed at firft to be an 


Enemy 
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Enemy. to theCa/vinifts,for one of theirMinifters having complain- 
ed to-him of his Loffes during the War, Gaffavus an{wered, thac 
God punifhed him for preaching Error fo long, which alarmed all 
the Party, who thought to have found him their Friend. Buc 
Guftevus was of another mind afterwards, and gave them to un- 
derftand, that he would do what he could to Unite them and the 
Lutherans. Oar Author does not believe he defign’d it, but that 
he was glad.the Calviniffs believed fo, that they might have more 
confidence in him, fincé*their Affiftance was fo neceffiry. 

_ Mr. Jeger gives us alfo in this Decade, the particular Syftem 
of Mr. Amyrau/d, with the Hiftory of the Difputes, which the 
Opinions of that Divine occafior’d , the Judgments of the Synods. 
of France and fome other Proteftant Do€tors concerning them, 
and what he thinks of them in particular. He juftly reckons 
Mr. Daille.among thofe who follow'd the Do&trine of Amyraud. 
But 1 do.not-know what he means, fays M. Bernard, when hz 
fays that Mr. Dai/le was firft Paftor at Paris, and then at Chu- 
renton. kvery body knows that the Paftors of Paris and thofe 
of Charenton were the fame, that the Proteftants had no Church 


‘in Paris, but that the Proteftants of that City met at Charen- 


ton, He fays that Amyrau/d’s Syftem was only patch’d up to 
draw the Lutherans more eafily to an Agreement in Judgment; 
but that in the main the Opinions of that Divine difter nothing 
from the Opinions of the Ca/vizifts ; and I think he is right as to 
this Laft Article. 

_.He afterwards explains and refutes ‘in a few Words the Fana- 
tical Opinions of Weierus, which he fays Mr. Poiret adopted. 
The chief of ’em are, that all Creatures return to God, from 
whem they came-; that the new Manin Man is God himfelf; 
an Opinion, adds Mr. Zeger, adopted by Mr. Peiret, whe teaches 
that Faith:is the Son of God, and Love the Holy Ghoft; that 
the new Man is fo deify’d, that if he could fee himfelf, he 
would fee nothing but God, and that Man in that Eftate is fe 
fwallowed up in God, that he is no more a Creature. 

Qur Author does not forget the long and ufelefs Negotiations 
of Fobn Durtus in Germany to unite the Lutherans with the 
Caluimifts. He alfo explains the DoStrine of the Independents in 
England, who began at that time to make a noife, and were at- 
cerwards the principal Authors of the fatal Tragedies, of which 
Great Britain was the Theatre: He adds that the Fierifts, who 
are now fo numerous in Germany, differ little from the Indeper- 
dents in England. He 


















6. Che ttiorks of the Leannen, 
He relates after Brachelius, Lib. 5. p. 339, that a young Pea-- 


fant of Pruffa being tormented with violent Pains in the Stomach, . 


thruft his Knife with the Haft down his Throat, to make him 
vomit, but the Knife flipping out of his Hand by chance, he 
fwallowed it. The Phyficians of Cozigsberg being confulted 
about this Accident, thought that in fuch an imminent Danger 


recourfe muft be had to a violent and dangerous Remedy. They - 


bound the Patient upon Boards ; an avigpurgcon open’d his Left 
Side.a little below the Ribs, as far as 

cut, and took out the Knife. The Patient was afterwards care- 
fully drefs'd, and perfe&tly cured. The King of Poland going 
r0 Konigsherg, bought the Knife asa Memorial of this miracu- 
lous Cure. - grey iat 

Our. Author gives us.alfo a long Hiftory of the Patriarch Cyri/ 

ius Lucar, that of the famous Cornelins Sanfenins,. whofe Life, 
Doftrine, Death and Deftiny, he defcribes in orders that of:the 


Prophet Drabizins, which is properly an Abridgment of what . 


Comenius wrote, who knew him from his-Infancy, and was or- 
dained a Minifter the fame day with him. - 3 


After Drabizins comes, Jofbua dela Place, Profeffor-at Sam 


muy, who denied the Imputation of dams feel his Po- 
fterity. This Do€trine was condemned by the © 

France,-and by the Profeffors of Divinity at Leyden. Our Aus 
thor fays, that tho’ this Matter be fubtle, and rather {peculative 


than pra€tical, yet becaufe very pernicious Confequences may be | 
drawn from it, it.was. with reafon condemned by the Synod of . 


Charenton... 


In the fifth Decade, which is the laft of this. Volume,. and - 
contains the Hiltory from 1640 to 1650. Mr. Fager gives an . 


account at large of the Dilputes that happened in Scotland.about 


Religion, and efpecially with relation.to the Englifh Liturgy, , 


and gives us entire the principal Papers that were publifh’d con- . 
cerning thofe. Diffures. 


He: does not forget Fobx Archery, who in 1642 publifh’d @ . 
Book at Lendo in Exglifh, to prove that Fe/us Chrift will come. 
and reign upon the Easth 1000 Years. This was not the only . 
Error of that Vifionary, for he taught that the Souls.of Believers . 


were not seceived into Heaven after Death, but into Paradife, 


_ which he plac’d in the higheft Region of the Ais, or-in.the Fir-. 

yy, Mament.. He faid there were two Hells; one that now exifts, — 

' which is to be deftrey’d at.the Day of Judgment, and isa fore: 
: of. 
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of Prifon. He does not. place it in the Earth, but in fome 
place of the Air or Water, and he fays the other Hell is a place 
of Torment, to which the Wicked fhall be fent at the laft Day. 

Mr. Jager gives us alfo an Abridgment of the Life of Chrifts- 
4a Poniatovia,a pretended Prophetefs, of whom Comenius writes 
among others. She is much valu’d by the Myfticks, was Daugh- 
ter toa Polifh Gentleman, who afterwards turn’d a Lutheran 
Minifter, There’s nothing more ftrange than the Extafies and 
other remarkable Things fold of this young Woman. Our Au- 
thor makes the following Judgment upon her. I believe, that 
having undergone the Viciflitudes of Fortune, and being a Sharer 
of the Troubles of thofe times, fhe was difturb’d with an irre- 
gular Fancy, and Hyfterical Fits, and that her Dreams anfwera- 
ble to her Lot were fometimes good, and at other times like 
thofe who are fick of a Fever. 

In 1645. there was a Conference held at Thorn in Pruffia, by 
Order of Vladiflans, King of Poland, to endeavour an Union be- 
twixt the Papifts, Lutherans and Calvinifts, Several people 
told that Prince before-hand that ’twould have no Succefs; but 
he thought otherwife, and conceiv’d he had found a way to 
cilm their Minds, and prevent Difputes. Mr. Fezer gives us 
the Hiftory of that Conference, which mifcarried, as others of 
the like nature have always done. He gives us particularly an 
Account of what the Bifhop of Samogitia {aid to the Divines of 
all Sides when he broke up the Conterence, viz. Go thro’ the 
World, and preach the Gofpel to every Nation. To this Hiftory 
our Author adds two Letters of the famous Celsxtus, by which 
he made himfelf to be fufpetted of being heterodox, becaufe he 
fpeke with fo much moderation of the Calviniffs. Mr. Fazer 
adds the Opinion of feveral others upon this Moderation of Ce. 
lixtus, and as to his own part fays, he believes, that if thee. 
vinéfis would abandon the Doftrine of Gods abfolute Decree, 
which he calls horrible, and receive the Opinion of the famous 
D. Davenant, as tothe Univerfality of the Satisfaction pur- 
chafed by the Death of Jefus Chrift, they might eafily be tolera- 
ted as to. every thing elfe; and for himfelt he would condemn 
none of ’em, let others fay what they pleafe. He affirms that 
the Catholicks in this are wifer than the Proteftants; for the 
the Fefusts and Dominicans differ more in the Articles of Pre- 
deftination, Free-will, and Divine Affiftance, than the Lutherans 
and Calvinifis do, yet they live together in the fame Church, aad 
under the fame Head, | After 
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After this Mr. Yager treats of what he calls Arnaldiffn, and 
gives us a complear Hiftory of Mr. Arnolds Book, entitl’d, La 
Grandeur de? Eglife Romaine etabile fur UV A.:torite de S. Piere 
and §, Paul, ¢.e. The Grandeur of the Church of Rome elta- 
blifh’d upon the Authority of S*. Peter and St. Paul. Tne Defign 
ef the Aurhor was, to prove that Se. Paul was the Head of ‘the 
Church as well as St. Peter, and that thofe two Apoftles join’d 
together made one Prince, and Head of the Church. Mr. Feger 
gives us alfo the prircipal Arguments made uit of by Roderic 
D Arriaga to contute this Syftem, and tells us he thinks M. dr- 
weld had reafon at bottom, but that he and, his Followers did not 
{peak out boldly enough, becaufe they-were- loath to provoke 
the Church of Rome. AS to Arreagas Arguments, he fays they 
are meer Smoak, and have nothing ot Solidity. 

In {peaking of the Troubles of England, he does not forget 
Land, Archbi{hop of Canterbury, who was accus'd of a Defign 
to have re-introduced Popery. He gives all the Arguments that 
were made ufe of Pro and-Con, bat-thinks him. farfrom being 
innocent; for if he did not dire&tly favour Popery, he at leat 
f:vour’d it indire€&tly, to procure a Union betwixt the two Reli- 
gions, of witich he was fofond. He gives us likewife an Ac- 
count of bis being accus’d with favouring Arminianifm-too much, 
and in fhort exhibits every thing at large concerning that Archbi- 
fhop., We have here likewife an account of what relates to Grotius’s 
Death, and the different Judgments which People made concern- 
ing his Religion. In 1647 the Socénzans publifh’d a Book in Pa: 
land again{t the Holy Trinity, the very Title of which did bear 
- jn it what tke Latins call Asimus conviciand.. The Title was 
Trinites e folio deturbata, 7. e. The Trinity dethrond. This 
Book gave juft occafion to banifh the Socimsans out of Poland, 


and gives our Author an opportunity to explain the Origin and: 


Progrefs of Socinianifm. 


Speaking, of the Musther of King Charles I. of England: he 


takes it chicfly from thofe falfly called the Memoirs ot @Artag. 
nan, which, tho? well wiit, contain a great many Falfhoods, 
befides things advane’'d without any Authority, which M. Ber- 
nard thinks fit to take notice of, that people may not be impos?d 
upon by thofe Memoirs, as Mr. Fager has been, tho’ in other 
Refpe€ts his Hiftory be valuable. On the Year 1650 Mr. Jeger 
treats of Des Cartes and his Opinions; he is very large in his 
Account of what-bas been faid again{t him, but very fhort in- 

what 
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what has been alledg’d in his Defence, which fhews that Mr, 
Seger was not a Cartefian. He confefl:s, however, with, the 
other Enemies of that great Philofopher, that he was one ot 
the beft Geometricians ot hisAgs. To which, fays M. &ernard, 
it may be added, without an Hyperbole, that he laid down the 
true Method of enquiring into Truth, and making great Progrefs 
in it, and that thofe who rejett it donot underttandiz. He adds, 
that tho” it be true that Des Cartes was miftaken on feverai Oc- 
cafions, the reafon was, becaufe he did not follow his own 
Rules; and whereas M. Faeger reproaches him with having a 
mind to eftablifh his Reputation by new Opinions, he anfwers, 
that the fame may be objeted againft every one who publithes 
new Difcoveries that are not lik’d, and that ’tis uncharitable tor 
any one to judge of another Man’s Heart. 

M. Bernard obferves, that there feems to be a whole Chapter 
left out in this Volume, fince the Argument of the 12th Chapter 
promifes the Hiftory of the Prince of Oramge’s Attempt upon 
Amfterdam, tho’ there be not one word of it there in thar Chap- 
ter, He takes this to be an over fight, becaufe the Prince is 
there fpoke of as having been mention’d before, tho’ there be 
nothing faid of him elfewhere; but he fuppofes the Author will 


correét this Fault in the next Edition. 
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Fac. Perizonit Rerum per Europam maxime Geftarum ab ineunte 
Sweulo fexto decimo ufque ad Caroli V. mortem, &c. Commen- 
tarit, Hiftorici. Cum Indice locupletiffimo i, e. Hiftorical 
Commentaries of the chief Events that have happen’d, efpe- 
cially in Ewrepe, irom the beginning of the 16th Century to- 
the Death of Charles V. with a large Index. By M. Perizo- 
ius. At Leyden, 1710 in Svo. pag. 67%, befides the Index, 


mM‘ Perizonius gives us here in very fine Latin, in good or- 
YA der, and very exa&ly, an Univerfal Hiftory of Europe 
trom the beginning of the 16th Century to the Death of Char/es V. 
About this time the Affairs of Europe feemed te take a new Face; 
the Houfe of Auftria was confirm’d in the Pofleffion of the Ger- . 
man Empire; fhe gained the Low Countries, and Spaiz,. that 
was gradually re-united into one Body by the expullion of the 
Sarracens. England, under the Condu&t of Hegry VII. had re- 
paired the Lofles occafioned by the Fa€tions of the White and 
Red Rofes. The French having drove the Ezg/i/h a little before 
out of their Territories, and having recovered their Strength and 
Courage, began to fall out with the Houfe of, Avftfria, which 
had fall’n HeirefS to the Eftates and Interef¥ of the Houfe of | 
Burgundy. They carried their Arms alfo into Ita/y, then pof-. 
fefled by a great Number of Princes, who differ'd much both in 
their Humours and Interefts: From thence arofe the long Wars, 
that did.not end till nigh the Death of Charles V. after that 
Spain had obtain’d a quict Pofleflion of the Kingdom of Naples 
and the Dutchy of Milan. The State of Affairs in the North 
were likewife quite altered. Denmark and Sweden, which till . 
then had been under one King, were become two feparate King- 
doms, under two new Families, upon their Thrones.- In the | 
Netherlands, Holland and Zeland, were re-united under the Au- 
thority of one Prince: But what was {till more confiderable, 
about this-time the Reformation began, and the Face of Reli- 
gion was entirely changed firft in Germany, and then in feveral, 
taer Countries of Europe ; which, as every. one Knows, =. | 
ond | 
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on’d feveral: Wats, and oblig’d the Pope, at laft, againft his 
Will, to fummon a Council at Trent, where he managed his 
Affairs fo well, that every thing paffed there almoft ashe de- 
fired. After the Death of Charles V. and the return of kis Son 
Philip into Spas, the State of Altairs in Evrope altered again , 
fo that M. Perizonies has done very well to pitch upon that 
time as a new Epocha to begin a new Hittory. As “twas under 
the Reign of Philip MI. that the Republick of the united Pro- 
vinces began to grow powerful. Several Authors have written 
the Hiftory of thofe and the tollowing Times both in Flemith 
and Latin. There are few. Hollanders who are not well enoy2 
inform’d of that Period; whereas generally {peaking thers are 
few who rightly underftand the Hiftory of the Times that imme- 
diately preceded the Origine of their Republick. This obliged 
M. Perizonius, who writes chiefly tor his own Country-men, 
(tho every body elfe may profit by his Works ) to confine him- 
felf to that part of the 16th Century which ended at the Death 
of Charles V. Tho’ he has ftudied Brevity, yet here we have 
the principal Events in their juft Extent, and the true Caufes of 
‘*em in a few Words. When he mentions the Treaties of Alli- 
ance or Peace between Princes, he gives us a fhort Account of the 
principal Articles, and paffes ovcr the reft, without imitating 
thofe tedious Hiftorians, who feem to have no other view but 
to write large Volumes, and do not fo much as leave out the 
Prefaees, and firft Articles of Treaties; which are generally the 
fame, and known to every Body. 

M. Perizonids has neither filled the Text nor Margin of his 
Work with Quotations. We ought to truft the Honefty of an 
Hiftorian, when we fee that he is not a€ted by any Motive ot 
Fear, Intereft, or Flattery, which may oblige him to romance 
or difguife the Truth; but we muft except things doubitul, con- 
troverted, or altogether new, in which Cafe an Hiftorian canno: 
difpenfe with quoting his Proofs and Vouchers. This our Av 
thor does not omit on fuch Occafions, which occur but rarely is 
his Hiftory. 

Befides, we muft not always truft thofe who fill their Margin 
with Quorationt; for fometimes they romance without Shamic, 
when they quote their Vouchers in the Margin. 

M. Perizonius gives us for Inftance Maimbourg and Varillas, 
two famous Romancers, though they were very careful to quote 
the Originals, from whence they pas have perfvaded the Pub- 
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12 @he towks of the Learnep, 
lick they took their Information. Some People may perhaps 
ré:kon this Work to be ufelefs, becaufe they think themfelves 
fufficiently inftru€ted in what it contains; yet befides that, *tis 
a'ways neceffiry to recall to ones Memory, fuch Hiftories, as they 
taink they know beft, which they cannot do with more Satif- 
faction, than by reading this Book of M. Perizonius, there are 
frequently things common enough, which People think they. 
know, and yer donot. For Example, I have tound feveral Peo- 
ple that either kuew not why the Kings of Spaim bear the Title 
of Catholick, or who pretending to know it, allede’d Reafons 
that were altogether falfe. M. Perizontus tells us, that Ferdi- 
mand having introduced the Tribunal of the Inquifition-into Spaim,. 
and having fanctifed the Introdu€tion of ir, by the Death of 
20co pretended Hereticks that were burnt alive, the Pope, toe. 
reward fo glorious an Exploit, gave him the Name of Catholick. 
In reporting the Caufes that contributed to the Reformation, our. 

or forgets not the extream Corruption of the Court of 
tome, which was much greater then, than at any time fince the. 
faid Court has been enlightmed by the Reformed, . 

Thefe Corruptions, and. the enormous Vices committed in the 
Court of Rome, were known all over Ewrope, by reafon of the- 
Wars in Ita/y, and the frequent Journeys that People made to. 
Rome. The Art of Printing being invented.a little. before, was. 
very ferviceable to difperfe Books, which reprefented in moft 
lively Colours the Vices of the Court of Rome, and the Debau- 
cheries of her Ecofefiafticks, in which Impunity had made them 
excefhve. M. Perizonius fays, that in thofe Times, viz. in the 
beginning of the 16th Century Princes and Kings were very poor: 
and bare of Money, except in Ita/y, which was then almoft the. 
only Place of Trade in Ewrope. Princes had not then fuch a 
Power over their Subje€ts as they have ufurped fiuce, ro load.them: 
with Taxes, and exactevery Farthing of them. The Princes of: 


daly were the fift that taught them this fiae Secret: Being Ma- 


{ters of rich Countries and wealthy Cities, that they had con- 
queied, and kept under Subjection by Gurifons and Fortreffés, 
they exiorced confiderable Sums froin them. Hence it. came to 
pals, that tho’ they were rot then difiinguifh’d by Illuftrious: 
Titles, nor had tees long enough in Pubeflion to give them any 
lawtul Right over the Staccs they. pollefled, the greateft Mo- 
narchs vied to court their Daughicis in Marriage, by reafon of 
ihe largg Portion they were able to give with them: And they: 
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likewife courted the Davghreis of the greateft Princes, to add 
a Luftre to their Familics by fuch Alliances which they frequent- 
ly purchafed ac a very dear Rate.. At the beginning of the Re- 
formation, if cne happened to be learned, it was enough to bring 
him into the Court of Inguifition by the Alonks, mott of whom 
liv’d then in grofs:- Ignorance. We know very well the Perfecu- 
tion they raisd againit Reachlin cr Cuprion, becaufe he enccu- 
raged the Study of the Hebrew Tongue. 

This Perfecution of the Alon&s mutually provoked the Learn. 
ed again{ft them, and difpofed them to favour Lusher and his 
Ho€trine more than perhaps they would have done, if they had 
been let alone. To {peak the truth, the Aloxdés were not much 
in the wroug, confidering their own Inrereft; for ’tis certain that 
the Kevival of Learning, which begun much about that time, 
extremely favoured the Reformation. Learned Men began then 
to defpife both the receiv’d Vertions and Interpretations; for 
finding themlelves in a Condition to confult the Originals, they 
a€tually did fo, and were much profited by them. Speaking of 
the Imprifonment of Frazcis 1. and of the Treaty he was oblig’d 
to Sign, in order to procure his Liberty, M. Perizonius obferves, 
that when that Prince was at liberty, he refufed to reftore Bur- 
gandy, ashe had promifed; and that while he was ia Prifon he. 
told the Emperor, that if he took Advantage of the State he 
was then in, to make him promifeé the reftoring of it, he would - 
not perform it when at liberty. Our Author is not diftingt whe- 
ther this Proteftation was only Verbal, or in Writing; but “tis 
certain the Frewch publifh’d a Proteftation in due Form, made by 
Francis |. in Prifon, a few Moments before he figned the Dit- 
advantagious Treaty, which was to procure his libeaty: Bur 
whether this. Piece was made afterwards, or really according to 
the Date of it, we cannor determine. When M> Perisovins 
{neaks of the filt Reformers, he neither conceals their good nor 
bad Qualities. Lurher was too much wedded to his own Oni- 
nions, and would not reform the Church but according to his 
own sentiments; he would not fo much as allow thof: of his 
own Party to enter into an Ailiance for ther common Preferya- 
tion with the omer Keiormed, who did not agree in every thing 
with his Opinion: He faid it was Impiety to unite themfelves in 
any manner with thofe who erred in one of the nrincipai Artic 
cles of Religion, that was to iav, with thofe who did not agree 
with him in his Opinion about the Buchariii, and who would 
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not fuffer Amendment,vvz. that he fhould corre& them. Me/anch- 
thon was more mild, moderate, and compiaifant: But our Av- 
thor juftly obferves, that this made him the lefs At to reform the 
Church. He was proper to make a Friendly Compofition be. 
cween two reafonable Pa ties, that were both difpos’d to yield 
fomething for the Sake of Peace, and who had only been at 
difference by mif'underftanding one another: But the Conftancy 
and Refolution of Lather was neceflary to refift the Emperor, 
the Pope, and the Bifhops, who in the main were againft a Re- 
formation, and refolyed to yield nothing upon any account what- 
ever. Luther confided fomething too much in the goodnefs of 
his Caufe, and was againft making ufe of any human means for 
its Defence. This was an Error indeed, but eafily to be forgi- 
ven. They accufe him alo of having too much infulted upon 
che Death of Zauinglius, and of Oecolampadus, and of having 
roo readily believed the difadvantagious Reports which their 
Enemies {pread abroad on that Subje€&t. He did not think that 
the oman Catholicks would have faid as much of himfelf 
after his Death; if he could have Known, he would certain- - 
ly hive taken it very ill that they fhould have believ’d all 
the Fabulous Slanders which were publifh’d againft him. M. 
Perizonius does not believe what is reported of Zuimglins, viz. 
that he would have Anabaptifts punifhed by Death. This 
Reformer was too moderate and wife to have embrac’d fo cruel 
an Opinion; and if he confented that they fhould be any way 
punifh’d, it was not becaufe they were Hereticks, but’ becaute 
of their Perjury and Sedition; which one may fee in Seb. Caftel- 
lio or Chaftillon. — 

Our Author fpeaking of Axzn of Bullen, whom Henry VIII. 
her Husband accufed of Infidelity, and caufed to be beheaded ; 
he fays, if fhe was not guilty, fhe was not altogether innocent, 
efpecially fince fhe knew that fhe had to do with a very jealous 
Husband: She was very good homour'd, and convers’d fome- 


~ times too freely with the Courtiers, which gave fome the bold- 


nefs, whether in Earneft, or out of Flattery, to make Love to 
her; and fhe, for her part, did not repulfe them with Severity 
enough, being of the Humour of moft Women, who love to be 
e{teemed by their Lovers, tho’ they be refolved not to accept the 
Offers they make them. They fay that Queen E/zaberb was in 


> this Matter much of the Humour of Azz of Bullen her Mother. 
~ On which Head our Authortefers to the Memoirs of Sir Fames 


Melvil, M, Pe- 











for Zantsarp. s710. 15 


_ DM. Perizonius docs not forget to {peak of the double Mar- 
tiage of the Landgrave of Heffe, to which Luther and Melanch- 
tbon feemed to agree; He fays the latter wus fo much treubkd 
at it, that he fell into a dangerous Difeafe, of which be hardly 
recovered. Vari//ias, the Bifhop of Sieawx, and Mr. Arnaud, 
mightily exclaimed again{t the Permiffion: But our Author an- 
{wers, that if the Landgrave, who was a pious Man, w<ald 
have returned to the Bofom of the Roman Church, he had ob- 
tain’d leave to take a fecond Wife with a mach lefs trouble, fince 
it is evident that the Pope has oftner than once allowed Marria- 
ges altogether inceftuous. He alfo charges the Emperor Chur/es V. 
with certain fcandalous Crimes, to which that of the Landgrave 
is not to be compared for Heinoufnefs. 

M. Perizonius fays of the latter, that he was Couragious, 
and equally apt for Council and Execution; that he was mighty . 
zealous for the goed of the Common Caufe, and doubts nor, if 
he alone had been entrufted with the Command in chief, the 
League of Smalea/de would have been more fuccefSful, and that 
he had probably undone the Emperor, before he had been in a 
Condition to defend himfelf: But the Ele€tor of Saxony was al- 
ways flow in his Refolves, and at the fame time obftinate ; trom 
whence it proceeded that he frequently let Opportunities flip, 
and was hard to be perfuaded to any thing; yet in the main he 
was a very hone{t Man, and wanted neither Courage, Judgment, 
nor Experience, but not fit for the Affairs of War, wherein one | 
muft often purfue their Advantage immediately, without delibe- 
rating fo long as to lofe the Opportunity of Execution. Ever 
body knows how ‘tis faid the Landgrave was bubbled by the Era- 
peror in an Equivocal Treaty, whereby the changing one fingic 
Letter, and writing Exige inftead of Enige, the E:mpercr oro- 
mifed not to keep the Landgrave in perpetual Prifon, whereas 
the Landgrave defigned to {tipulate that he fhould not be kept in 
Prifon at all. This feems very dubious to Mr. Perizonias, be-- 
caufe the Landgrave’s Son mention’d nothing of it in the Mani- 
fefto he publifhed fome time after, where he difcovers the Poy 
fidioufnefs of the Enemies of his Houfe: . Aiaurice his Son in 
Law did not complain of it in the Diet that was held a little 
while after at Awsbourg, and the Phrafe they alledge thould 
have been in the Treaty was altogether out of ule, and would 
eafily have been perceived. After all there’s nodoubr, but thole 
who treated with the Landgrave for the Emoeror, deceived him 
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by fume obfeure and equivocal Words: But our Author believes 
the Emperor had no hand in this Trick, tho’ he owns that he 
treated that Prince with too much Severity, which he had oc- 
cafion aiterwards to repent. There is publifhed a Letter of the 
hipdarave’s, which refleCts mightily, if it be true. In this Let- 
ter he promiled ro join the Emperor againft all his Enemies, and 
ro caule the famous Interim, drawn up by Char/es Vth’s. Order, 
to be received in bis Dominions. But-our Author very much 
queftions the Truth of this Letter; for it is probabl«, if rhe 
Landgrive had writit, that he might have obtained what he 
would of the Emperor, becaufe his Example muft have done 
much to perfuade all the Proteftants, who were un-villing to re- 
ceive it, to have done the like, Moreover the Landgrave’s Sons 
would never receive that Book nor trs Dottrine into Hee, «40° 
the Aichbifhops of Alenmts and Treves did their utmo® to oblige 
them to tt. 

Tis known that Evzaberb, Dovehter to Henry VIL. of Ex- 
gland, and by dna of Bellen, iad like to have loft her Life in 
the Reign of Mary her Sifter, when being acenfd of a hand 
in Hat’s Rebellion fhe was thrown into Pritc., and Bifhop Gar- 
diner, her mortal Enemy, lefr no Stone untu:c’d to have her be. 
headed: But Philip Ul. King of Spaz. ho had married her Sifter 


the Queen, faved her Life, and pi cucu’ Ser Liberty. Mb». Peri- 
sonius fays, that what obligd th. 7. .- «taerwife fo fevere 
upon all that differ'd from himis «>: tointercede for E/i. 
subeth, was becaufe he feared, «par ‘> vid no Iffue by Mary 


his Wife, who was older than he, £uza7') being dead, the 
Kingdom of England.would fall into tic Hands of Mary Stuart 
Queen of Scotland, who was betrothed to the Duuphin of 
Frayce;, and by that means the French, who were his mortal 
Enemies, would have become Mafters of Scotland and England. 
Thus he preferved the Life of E“zabeth, whom he would have 
marry’d to the Duke of Savoy; but knowing afterwards that 
Queen Mary his Wife was barren, and perceiving fhe would 
quickly die, he thought to have marry’d her himfelf. Atzry be- 
ing accordingly dead, he treated about this Marriage with Queen 
Eiizabeth, and asked a Difpenfation of the Pope for it, but to 
no purpofe, as every Body knows. Politicians have writ much 
about the Motives which induced Charles V. to abdicate the Em- 
pire, and to put all his Dominions into the Hands of his Son 
Philp. The Reafons that feem moft probable to M. Perizonius 
are 
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ate, Tho’ this Prince was not yet 55 Years old, he was very in- 
firm. The Gout tormented him fo, that he could fcarce walk 
or ftand upright: The Infirmities of his Body made him fo me- 
lancholy and peevifh, and had fo weakned his Spirit, that he 
frequently employed himfelf in mere Trifles. Sometimes he 
thought that a Comet, and at other times that his Mother, who 
died a little before, called him out of the World. Perhaps thefe 
Frights preceded from the Remorfe of his Confcience, which 
could not but be terrible, if he was really culpable of certain 
Crimes they charge him with; for which we refer to our Author 
Charles V. that Fortune turned her Back upon him, and being 
ufed to conquer, he could not endure to be conquered. Thefe 
Misfortunes contributed much to the weakning both of his Body 
and Spirit: He had quite loft his Glory in Germany; he could 
not prevent Henry Il. of France, who was very young, and 
whofe Father he had kept in Prifon from taking feveral Places © 
in Germany, which he in vain endeavoured to retake. Befides 
thefe Reafons, our Author thinks that Pbi/ip, who was Son to 
‘Charles V. contributed much to his Father’s Abdication: He was 
of Age to govern by him, being then 28 Years old, and was ge- 
nerally hated in Eng/and, and where he lived againft the Will of 
the People with an old aad barren Wife, who left him neither 
Child, nor Heritage. Thefe Reafons made him wifh fog his Re- 
turn, and that his Father would again put into his Hands the 
Government of his Dominions. 
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Differtatio de Origine, Progreffe & Dignitate Medicina, cujus 
Cognitionem Lefuris, etiam non Profitentibus Artem, ob Ma- 
terie intercurrentis varietatem receptam, €& amenam fore, 
( xift in re Noftra, wt ait Comicus Heautontim. Ad. Ill. Scen. 1. 
Aut gaudio fimus prapediti nimio, aut xgritudine ) /1bi polli- 
cetur Auttor Godfrid. Andr. Zahn, Philof. & Medic. Unna 
Wefipbal. Vefalie. i. €. A Differtation concerning the Ori- 
eine, Progrefs and Dignity of Phyfick, by Godfry Andrew 
Zabn, Dr. of Phyfick, at Wefel, 1708. 1295. pag. 167, 


HIS Differtation is divided into four Se&tions. The firft 

is a Preliminary, where our Author, before he comes to 
what belongs to the Rudiments of Phyfick, fhews that the 
greateft Things were little in their Original, witnefS, fays he, 
the Elephant, who, tho’ of a vaft bignefs, yet comes from an 
Fee; witnefs the Whale, and all Animals, as well thofe that 
bring forth Eggs, as thofe that bring forth alive; witnefs alfo 
the talleft Trees, that owe all that they are to little Stones or 
Kernels, in which they were inclos'd ; witnefs the Church, which 
was at firft compos’ of a very fmall number of Men,. but af.. 
terwards {pread thro” all the World; witnefs the Knowledge of 
the Law, Philofophy, Painting, &c. Every one of thofe Arti. 
cles makes the Subje&t of a whole Chapter. He afterwards 
comes to the fecond Se€tion, where he treats of the Origine of: 
Phyfick, he fpeaks of the firft Authors of this Art; who are, 
as M. Zahn obferves, Bacchus, the Inventor of Wine, the moft 
excellent of all Medicines; Prometheus according to Efchilas ;, 
Paon acording to Homer; and according to Pindar, Chiron the 
Centaure, who firft ftudied the Virtues of Simples; and becaufe 
of his great Skill in Surgery, was furnamed Chiron: Others 
will have Apol/o to be the farft Author of Phyfick, becaufe of 
that in Ovid, 


Inventum Medicina meum eff, opiferque per Orbem dicor: 
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‘When Phyfick was invented, E/cu/apius entich’d it with feve- 
tal new Difcoveries, and the People in remembrance of this 
built him a Temple. Tis faid that the fick, who were brougit 
to this Temple, were advifed in a Dream what they muft take, 
in order to be cured ; and when they were recovered, they wrote 
down upon Tables plac’d there on purpofe their Difeafes, and 
the Medicines that had done them good; fo that at the end of a 
certain Number of Years, there was found on the Tables enough 
to make a large Colle&tion of Medicines againft moft Difeafes. 

When they had flept feveral times in the Temple of E/fcu/a- 
pius, and follow’d the Prefcriptions which they thought they 
receivd from that God, and were not cured, they did not lay 
the blame upon the Difeafe, or the Medicine, but thought E/- 
culapias was not willing, or did not care to cure them. This 
Obfervation ferves to explain the Senfe of the Complaint of 
Polinurus inthe Carcalio of P/autus, when he fays. 

Migrare certu’ft jam nunc é fano foras, 

Quando Efculapi ita fentio fententiam, 

Us gui me nibili factat, nec Saloum velit. 

Plautus in Carca!. A&. Il. Scen. I. 

z, e. T will at laft leave the Temple of Efculapius, fince I fee 
he does not care for me, and is not willing to cureme. After 
this Men began to examine the Virtue of Medicines more nar- 
rowly: He who had made any Experiment on himfelf or others, 
communicated it to thofe who were in the fame Cafe. The 
Babylonians carried their Sick into the Streets, thar thofe who 
paffed by, and had been affiitted with the fame Diieafe, might 
give them Advice. This Cuftom was alfo praétis’'d among the 
Egyptians, as Strabo obferves, Lib. 16. and among the Romans, 
as Valerius Maximus relates, Lib. a. Chap. 1. So that “twas not 
lawful for any Man to pafs by a fick Perfon, without enquiring 
about their Difeafes. 

To the Medicines that Men came to the Knowledge by them- 
felves, M. Zahn adds thofe that he thinks were learned from 
other Animals. P/iny alledges, that we are obliged to the Sea 
Horfe for letting of Blood, who, when he finds himfelf too 
fat, looks, fays he, for the fharpeft pointed Keed he can find, 
and with the Point of that Reed opens a certain Vein in his Leg 5 
and after a fufficient quantity of Blood is run out, ftops the 
Wound with Clay, Others write, that it one put out the Eyes 
of a young Swallow, the Dam will feck for Celandine; by 
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means of which fhe reftores its Sight; and hence we have learn. 
ed, that this Herb is good for the Eyes. °Tis faid when the 
Hart has been bit by a certain. Infett, called Phalange, which is a 
kind of Spider, it cures it felf by eating Cray-Fifh; and when 
it is wounded by an Arrow, it extracts the Iron out of the. 
Wound by Dittany. Virgil writes the fame of Oats. 


Non illa feris incognita Capris: 
Gramina, cum tergo Volucres bafere Sagitte. 


Pliny, whom we have juft now quoted, fays the Stork taughe 
Men the ufe of Clyfters. Thus Phyfick began with fimple Ex- 
periments; but fince thofe Experiments did not always fucceed, 
they were oblig’d to enquire into the Caufe of that. Variety. 
For this End they were oblig’d to make new Obfervations to lay 
down fome Principles, to reafon, and in a Word, to reduce 
Phyfick to Art. This Hippocrates did in fuch a manner as juftly . 
to deferve the Title of the Chief and Prince of Phyficians. Djo. 
cles, Praxagoras, Chryfippus and Era/iftratus, were his Follow- 
ers. Our Author takes occafion here to fpeak of the feveral 
Sets of Phyfick ; after which he comes tothe third Se&t, which - 
treats of the: Progrefs of that. Study, which he -proves by the - 
Difcovery of the Circulation of the Blood, and feveral other 
things relating to Anatomy, Chymiftry and Botany. One thing - 
that contributed moft to the Advancement of Phyfick, is that 
the greateft Princes apply’d themfelves to fome part of this Sci- 
ence. Botany efpecially was the delight. of feveral. Gentius, 
King of the Vandals, difcovered Gentian ; Fuba, King of Aaz- 
rvitania, the Euphorbium; Teucer, the Teucrium; Queen Arhe- 
mifa, Mugwort. He does not forget So/omon, who knew the 
Virtues of all Plants from the Cedar Tree to the Hyflop. . The 
fourth Se&tion, which treats of the Dignity of Phyfick, is the 
largeft. M.Zabn, to fhew how much this Profeffion has al- 
ways been valued, relates Artaxerxes’s Letter to Hiffanes, to 
engage Hippocrates to-come to Perfia, and the Honours which 
were done to that great -Man, for having foretold and drove a- 
way a great Plague. He obferves what Suetonius. relates of 
Fulius Caefar, who made them all Free-men of Rome that pro- 
effed Phyfick. But the moft remarkable Inftance he mentions, 
is that of Antonius Mufa, to whom they ere€ted a Statue near 
that of E/culapius.. Peon, the famous Phyfician, who eave his. 
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Name to Prosy, called in Latin Paonia, received alfo great Ho-. 
nours, fays M. Zahn, fince after his Death he was reckoned. 
among the Gods: Yet he fays Paez was not a- God without 2. 
Title, they plac’d him in Heaven as the Phyfician of the Goda, 
but only of a Honorary Phyfician, the Gods being always in 
good health, and therefore itand in no need of Phyficians. This 
Example is follow’d by fome others, who for not being fo fa- 
mous, fince they were changed into Gods, yet ceafe not to be 
perhaps more honourable to Phyfick by their reality. 

Henry, Count of Lisxexburg, afterwards Emperor, would al- - 
ways have with him Peter of Aichftat, a City of Treves,- a very 
famous Phyfician, tho’ ot mean Extraétion. Gerrard, Archbi- 
fhop of Méentz, being dead, Henry laboured to obtain. of the 
Pope that Archbifhoprick for Baudoim the deeeafed’s Brother ; 
but finding it hard to obtain, -he thought it could not do better 
than. to entruft the Negotiation for it to his Phyfician, who was 
a wife and eloquent Man. He fent him to the Peps, to plead - 
Baudoin’s Caule. Clement VY. who was then Pope, continued in- 
flexible, and Peter of Aich/tat was ready to come back, very 
much difcontented with his Negotiation, when Clement falling - 
fick; without hopzs of Recovery, and put himfelf into his Hands; 
who took fo much care of him, that he recovered in a few 
Days; and Clement being perfuaded that he ow’d his Life to Pe- 
ter of Aichftat, rewarded him with the Archbifhoprick of 
Mentz, which he came to demand for another. 

Louis XI. King of France, gave his Phyfician roo0oo Crowns 
per Month, and his Nephew the Bifhoprick of Amiens. Our: 
Author, after fome Inftances, which fhew how much Phyfick has 
always been efteem’d, recommends to Phyficians not to difparage 
their Profefhon, nor to rail at one another, as they ufually do; 
nor in the Univerfities, to confer the Title of Do€tor upon thofe 
that are ignorant, as is too frequently praétisd. He confiders af- 
terwards, whether it was true that Phyficians were formerly ba~- 
nifh’'d from Rome.. He fays that Story is a meer Fable; that 
fome Phyficians who abufed their Profeffien were indeed banifh’d 
from Rome, and punifh’d with Death ; but fince that Corrupti- 
on was not univerfal,..all the Phyficians were not punifhed ; 
which‘is fo true, fays he, that in Cato’s time, when they pre- 
tend the Phyficians were banifh’d, there were very eminent ones 
at.Rome; fuch as Herophilus, Antiffius, Afclepsades, Antonius - 
Mula, Celfus, Soribomus Largus, JArciona, Charicles, , a 
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Author concludes with his Prayers for the Health of the King of 
Prefia and all the Royal Family. Thofe who would know more 
fully what relates to the Origin and ProgrefS of Phyfick, may 


confult the Hiftory of Phyfick, -by M. /e Clerc. 








Anatomes Publice Anno MDCCYV. Stockolmia babita Leftio tertia, 
five Omnipotentis Mirabilia circa Generationem humanam pub. 
lico Sermone demonftrata. Ab experimentiffimo Domino Sohanre 
Von Hoerbn Stockolmienfe, Medicine Dottore Prattico, & Col- 
leg, Med. Affeff. Digniffimo. Nunc Suafu quorumdam edita, 
c& valetudinario Academia Upfalenfis dicata Upfalis. i. ec. A 
Difcourfe by M. de Hoorbn, a Collegiate Phyfician of Stock 
holm, demonftrating the wonderful Works of God in the Ge- 
neration of Man. Printed at Up/al 1709. 8vo0. p. 144. 


.de Hoorbn examines two Points in this Difcourfe, viz. 
the Conception of Man, and his Birth. He begins with 
a {hort Defcription of the Parts that ferve for Generation, and 
endeavours afterwards to fhew what Conception is, Some, as 
the Cartefians, pretend to explain it by the Rules of Motion on. 
ly, with the help of different Configurations, and of the diffe- 
rent fizes that the parts of the Matter receive in the feminary 
Vefféls; but this Explication is an ‘Enigma of it felt: For how 
can it be conceived that Organs fo perfe€t, and plac’d in fuch 
order, can be the work of Mecanifm alone? Oihers afcribe the 
formation of Man to a Subftance that comes from all the parts 
of our Bodies; and they fay, that each portion of this Subftance 
being formed in the fame Mould with the Organ from whence it 
comes, thefe who are of the fame Chara€ter join together; fo 
that all the Particles of the Subftance which come from the 
Brain are united in the place where the Head is to be, and form 
the Brain there. Thofe which come from the Fyes joining to 
one another, form the Eyes, and fo of the reft. This Opinion 
is no lefs difficult than the tormer, fince it does not explain how 
ali thefe parts can be join’d with fo much order, by the meer 
agitation they receive in the Matrix. 
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Our Author alledges, with almoft all the Moderns that the Ge- 
N€ration of Man is perform’d, by means of certain feminary Ve- 
ficles in the Body of the Woman, that are called by the Name 
of Eggs, and defcend into the Matrix by the Cornna Uteri. Thefe 
Eggs, which can’t come into the Matrix, but by the determina- 
tion they receive from the Male, contain in a little {pace the 
whole Infant, as fome Philofophers think; and that in fucha 
manner, asthat all who have or {Fall be Bornto the World’s 
End, were contained in the Body of Eve. Others maintain, that 
the Eges of the Women receive from the Man the Germ under 
Confideration, fo as Adam contained all Men in himfelf. Our 
Author inclines rather to this Opinion than the former, and finds 
it more agreeable to the Dignity of Man-+ But whether the Egg 
contains in it felf the Seed of the Infant, or receives it from the 
Father; thofe who hold the Syftem of Eggs, agree as to the 
manner how this kgg is made Fruitful, ze. how it falls from 
the Ovarium into the Matrix, and begins the Work of Concepti- 
on there, He compares the Ovaria of Females to a Clufter of 
Grapes; each Egg is joyned to a little Cup or Stalk, from which 
it may come off without doing any damage to the reft of the 
Eggs. This being fuppofed, he pretends that the Subftance of 
the Male is carried immediately to the Ovarium by the Corzua 
Uter1, that the Egg which is neareft being ripe, begins forth- 
with to ferment ; and growing larger by this Fermentation, it 
dijengages from the Ovarium, and falls into the Cornua Usteri, 
which conveys itto the Matrix, and there as Corn fown in gocd 
Ground, fhoots out.little Roots, which cleaving to the Matrix 
that fends forth others, together, they make that gigat Texture of 
Vefitls, call'd Placenta, or the After-Birth, by means of which, 
the Egg receives the Blood neceflary for its growth. Our Author 
Anfwers, fome Objections are made againft this Opinion; and 
among others, what M. Lamy relates of a Woman who died 
fome time after fhe was brought to Bed, in whofe Body were 
found one of the Cornua Uteri wholly ftcep’d up by an Excre- 
{cence, .and the other cleaving fo faft to the Perimeum, that with- 
out teating it, it could not be made to go up again to the Ovarr- 
um, Our Author Anfwers to this, that this Excrefcence and Ad- 
herence to the Perimeum mutt have happened after the Concepti- 
on.. Some Phyficians look upon the Eggs of Women to bs only 
Vehicles proper to filtrate the Matter which ferves for Generatt- 


on; they alfo pretend, that this Matter docs not pafs through the 
. | Cornua 
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Crnua Utert; bat penetrating the imperceptible Veffels of the 
Womb, infinuates it felf that way into the Blood, and after 
having circulated thro’ the whole Body, the Current of the 
Blood brings it to the Quarimm, where it compleats its Filtration 
into the Veficles of the Egg that’s moft ripe. The Favourres of 
‘this Opinion, maintain their ConjeCture upon the Accidents that 
Jhappen to Women foon after they have conceived , as Naufeouf- 
nets, Averfions, Fainting Fits: Symftoms, fay they, which can 
-proceed only from New. Matter brought into the Blood. But’tis 
plain that the meer changes which happen in the Matrix by be- 
-ing big with Child, arecapable to produce all thofe Accidents, 
fo that ’tis not neceffary for the Spermatick Humour -to take fo 
longa Circuit. 

‘Our Author confiders here feveral Queftions. .I. Whether the 
‘Ege difengages from the Ovarivas at the Moment of Conception. 
Ti. Whether the Males come from the Left Overium, and the 
Females from the Right. JI]. Whether that which makes the 
difference of Sexes proceeds only from the greater or leffer de- 


gree of Heat, which pufhes ont certain parts, or leaves them 


within. IV. Whether the Placenta is always at the bottom of 
the Matrix, or fometimes cleaves to the fides of it. | 

As tothe firft Queftion, he fays there are Women of fo cold 
-and flow a Conftitution, that it may very well happen when 


‘they have conceived, that the Ege does not prefently fall into 


the Matrix, hut ftays fome daysin the Cormua Ureri. As to the 
fecond, viz. Whether the Right Ovarium produce Males, and 
the Left Females, he alledges an Experiment which is decifive, 
‘M. Cyprian, the famous Phyfician, and Lithotomift of Amfters 


dam, fays in an Anatomical Relagion printed in 1700. that a 


Woman being in Travel, who would not be delivered by any or- 
dinary means, he wasobliged to open her Belly, the Infant was 
found in one ofthe Cornua-Uteri, which he opened to take it out; 
that by thisOperation the RightQvarium was intirely deftroyed, 
and fome time after, the Woman was brought to Bed of two 
Twins, one-of whom was a Boy, and the other a Girl: So 
that thefe Twins come by Confequence out of one and the fame 


-Ovarium. 


As tothe third point, he inclines to their Opinion, who think 


that Men and Women have abfolutely the fame parts, and what 


makes the difference between them is, that in the Man, the parts 
which conftitute theSex are not left within, and that in Women 
on 
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‘on the contrary, they are fhut up for want of fofficient heat to 
thruft them out. We fhall nor relate here the Comparifon he 
tnakes between the parts of Man and* Woman, and the refem- 
blance, for Inftance, there’s according to him, between the Scro- 
tum and Matrix; for thefe Particulars cannot be exprefsd in 
our Language without offence to modeft Ears. 

As to the Situation of the Placenta; fometimes it cleaves to 
the inner Orifice of the Matrix, fo that it muft be feparated, to 
make way for the Woman’s Delivery.’ We have Inftances of iz 
in M. Portail’s Obfervations. , 

The fecond Point M.-Hoorba examins is, by what Caufes 2 
Woman's Delivery: happens; whether it be by the Motion which 
the Child makes for being too ftraitly pent up, and feeking to be 
at liberty, or if it be by the Efforts of the Woman cnly ? He pre- 
tends, that the Motion of the Child has no part in the Mother’s 
Delivery ; and that if Women have ordinarily more pain when 
brought to Bed of a dead Child than of a living one, it proceeds 
from the dead Child’s being for moft part illfitaated. To what 
then muft thofe violent Motions that a Woman undergoes in 
Travail be afcribed, thofe. Pains that take her by Fits, and which 
all contribute to her Delivery ? Our Author anfwers, thata Wo- 
man’s Delivery is like Vomiting ; that as the latter proceeds 


from a convulfive motion, excited in the Stomach by fomething | 


pea Mabe ene pricks the Membranes of the Ventricle, and 
y this means obliges it to empty it felf; the Woman's Delivery 
in like manner proceeds from a motion excited in all the parts 
of the Matrix, by the Irritation of a humour which pricks ir, 
and excites there the fame Motions as Vomiting does in the Sto- 
mach ; fo that the Woman-can no more forhear to fubmit to the 
pains fhe feels in bringing forth a Child, than one can forbear 
fubmitting to the pains that are felt in Vomiting. But what is 
the Humour that this Irritation produces.in the Matrix? He fays 
it happens on this occafion asto Fruits when they are ripe; the 
Juice which ferv'd before for.the nourifhing of the Child begins 
to alter, and fuffer a confiderable- Fermentation, which commu- 
nicating it felf to the Placenta, makes that Body come off infen- 
fibly from the Matrix, as Fruit falls from the Tree; then the 
Juice of the Placenta begins to contra& a Corruption capable 
to egies the Matrix, and to produce the Effects juft now men- 
tion’ “t ; 
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Our Author adds to this feveral Refleftions upon Women’s 


Delivery, which may be.ufeful for Midwives; but we do not 
“think it neceflary to relate them. 





Fobn Friderict Kresbit Reforis atque Profeforis publici, de. jure: 


alienandi imperia, Schediafma; cum animadverfionibus: Politi- 
cis, Hiftoricis €F Theologicis ad Caefaris Baroni Annalium Ec- 
clefiafticorum Tom. YX. A, DCCC. UX. Difputationibus com- 
prebenfum, & in illuftri Athenao Heilsbronnenfi, An. 1678. 


£7 1679.° ad ventilandum propofitum, nunc ad multorum defte 


derium fecunda Vice editum, & .a mendis repurgatuy. Lipfe 
€7 Hamburgi. i. e. The Diflertations of Fobu Frederick 
Kresbias, Re&tor and publick Profeflor, concerning the right 
of alienating Soveraignties, with critical Kemarks,. extracted 
from Politicks, Hiftory and Divinity, upon the ninth Tome 
of Baronius’s Annals contained in the Difputations, propofed 
in the College of Heilbron in 1678,-and 1679. Now printed 


a fecond time at the defite of many People, and the Faults. 


corrected. At Leip/icand Hamburg 1709. in 4to. p. 102. 

HE Subje& of thefe Differtations is great and: important; 
1. Whether Pope Leo III. gave the Empire to Charlemagne, 
2, Whether Soveraign States may be alienated, as ordinary ones 
are. 3. Whether the Pope has any right over the Temporali- 
‘ties of Princes, dnd whether. he has power. to depofe them, 
Thefe three Queftions, which have a fort of Connexion one with 
another, are handed here at the fame timé.. As to the Popes, 
our Author’s Defign is to combat the Opinion of Baronius, who 

feems to give the Pope too much Power. | : 
That Cardinal afcribes the Coronation of Charlemagne meerly 
to the Liberality of Leo IIL And from this particular Faé,. 
. which he fappoics to be certain, he infers in favour of the Popes 
an univerfal Power of transferring Kingdoms and Empires, when 
neceffity requires. Our. Author maintains the contrary, that 
Charlemagne was Mafter of the Empire before Leo Ill. crowned 


him; that apart of it fell to him by Succeflion, and that he - 


obtained 
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; obtained the other by Conqueft; ‘that the Popes were obliged 
to have recourfe to his power, to deliver the Holy See from the 


Opprefiion of the Lombards, and that they owe their Temporal 





ee Grandeur to his Valour and Piety. Hence he concludes, that 
oe having fubdued the Empire by Arms, he had no need of the 
=a Eleétion of the Romans ; that he saa the Ceremony of Co- 
ni ronation rather as 4. publick and neceflary Homage on their part, 
a than a voluntary Gift; and that if Pope Zeo Ill. perform’d this 
ree, Ceremony, ‘twas to honour, as Head of the Church, the chief 
ite Monarch of Chriftendom, and not out of any Right he had to 
‘we difpofe of the Empire in his Favour. 

fei. * After fome general Obfervations on this point of Hiftory, 
La which the different Interefts of Hiftorians make ’em explain di- 
Aas veifly, he confiders particularly what could move Buronius to 
mae extend the Pope’s Power fo far in Temporals. That Cardinal 
art fetches his firft Argument from the Example of* Synagogues. 
er ‘The Minifters of the Gofpel, fays he, have no lefs Glory and 
4a Authority than thofe under the Law. Now ’tis evident that 
Bay God iade ufe of the Miniftry of the chief Priefts to beftow 
ed Crowns, *cwas by the Authority of Samse/ that Sex/ became the 


firft King of Yudeb. *Twas by the Command of Elijah and 
E/ifbab that the Kingdom pafs'd from the Heufe of Abub to that 
of Febu. The Jewith Priefts then, fays he,. Enthron’d and De- 
-thron’d Princes; and, if we may believe Baronizs; the Chriftian 
Priefts ought to have the fame Power, fince it does not ap- 
“pear that the Chriftian Church has lefS Privileges than the 
FJewith, Our Author an{wers, that what was practis’d among 
‘the Fews ought not to be made a precedent in the Times 
of the Gofpel; and that ’tis the Intereft of Churchmen to 
‘make a difference; that formerly, for Inftance, neither the 
chief Priefts, nor the Levites, poflefsd any thing as their Price 
perty, but liv’d by Tithes and Offerings; and that the Pope, 
“who has a Patrimony, Places of Strength, Armies,.and all o- 
ther Marks of Secular Power, would not find his Account in re- 
ceiving the Practife of the Jewifh Church. - Befides, fays he, all 
that Samuel, Elijah, and Elifha, did as to the Diffolution ox 
‘change of Governments, was to foretel thefe Refclutions as 
‘Prophets infpired by God, and not to effect them themftlves as 
“High Priefis by a Power infeparable from tucir Dignity. Gd 
made ufe of them at that time to be the Organs of his Willa: ¢ 

the Inftrument of his Power; va neither Peter, nor his ss 
2 Wbe. 
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fors,-had the Privelege of themfelves to difpofe of Temporal: 


Eftates, which belongs to God alone. * 
The Second Argument of Baronius, to prove the Pope’s Autho- 
thority over the Temporalities of Princes,.is taken from thofe 
Words of our Saviour to Saint Peter, Feed my Sheep: From hence 
dhe infers that Princes are a part of the Flock, and that Saint 
Peter having a Commiffion from our Saviour. to diftribute to 
them their Food,. was thereby made Matter of their Temporali- 


tics. Our Author anfwers, that thofe Words of our Saviour are — 
Myfterious. and Figurative, which muft. be underftood not of: 


material Food. that nourifhes the Body, but of -{piritual Food 


which edifies the Soul; That in this Senfe,.and when it concerns : 


the Editication of the People, the purity..of Do€trine, and the 


Obfervation of Canons, the Pope’s have: an univerfal and unli- . 
mi:ted Power, but in Temporaliries, che Independance of Princes - 
is full, and abfolute.. Baronius does not allow this, but anfwers, . 


that it the Queftion were only.of Spiritual Food, which is com- 
monly applied to the Word of God, all the Apoftles being equal- 


ly charged with the Care of difpenfing the Word, muft have- 


‘equally received this Commiflion ;. But our Saviour recommend- 


ed the Feeding of bis Sheep only to Peter, and.therefore this. 


extends to Temporal as well as Spiritual Things.. 


Our Author gives two An{wers to this Argument, . The-firft is, . 
That according to fome, .our Saviour.on this occafion addrefs'd . 


himfelf to Saint Peter in particular, ,cither for removing his fear 
that he had loft his Mafter’s favour, fince hedeny’d,him, or to 


teach the reft of the Apoftles, that this Fault is blotted out, and 


that Saint Peter had no lefs power than he had before. His fe-. 


cond Anfwer is, That thofe Words; Feed my Sheep, belong’d to 
all the Apoftles in general, and that. if they were dire&ted to St. 


Peter alone, twas to {hew to all in the perfon of their Head, the : 


ufe they ought to make of ‘the Authority they were trufted with. 


Our Saviour fpake to all the Apoitics, by dire&ting his Word tow 


the Chief: As we {peak toa wuole Company, by addreffing our 
felyes to him who is their He2d.. | 


He afterwards confiders fome otber Arguments of Baronixs, the 


chief of which are the two icilowing,. 1. That if the Soul, 


which prefides over the Bod\, may order the cutting off of an’ 


incurable and_putrify’d Mer ber, the Pope may alfo command 
Princes. and Kings to be cethroned, if they be Enemies to the 





Church :. And as the Body depends upon the Soul, the Tempo- 
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ral power ought to depend upon the Spiritual, and lay Men to. 
be {fubje&t to Clergymen: Our Author combates thefe 2 Argu- 
ments by denying firft the Comparifon which gives occafion to 
them. °Tis not the Pope, fays he; but God only, who is to the 
Church, what the Sou! ts to the Body : and “tis Hot true, hat 


.as the Body hasall its inotion from the Soul, ihe ftare owes all 


its power tothe Ciergy. for abfolutely focaking, the Civi! pow 
er may be maintained without the Eccleftaltical, All that can be 
{aid with Reafon, is, thas thofe rwo powers are incenendant 
one of another; and have each their limits and turctions. He 
maintains this DitiinGtion from feveral- very. well known obier- 
vations, upon which we. thall noc infift, 

‘To examining whethei Popes have power for juft Caufes to 
deprive Princes of their Dominions, our Author handles the fa- 
mous Qusfiien, Whether King?oms and Empires may be aliena- 
ted ; and anfwers in the aifrmative, grounded upon this, that 
every Man-is Mafter of bis own Eftate, and that there’s lefs in- 
conveniciice, acco: ding to bim to leave the difpofing of it tothe 
prudence.of the Poileflor, than to follow blindly without any 
Other examination, che natural o Jer of Succeffion. The moft 
ufval and {oecious: ObjeStion againft this Syftem, is, that’ tis not 
becoming the Dignity of Crowns to make a Trade of them, to 
confound rhcim-with particular Eflates, and to give Sovereigns to 
people againft sci Wil. But does not the fame thing happen 
by way of Succeffiin? tae lawfal Heir of a good Prince, is 
fomettiics far trom refembi'ng him, the fame Blood does not 
always produce the famne I.{cftions: Yet as the People muft 
alwwavs keep ro the Suceetlor- the Law gives them, why {hould 
they nor keep to him wiomt:-it Vrince has prudently chofen for 
them, nick being the effe&t of Judgment nor of Chance,feems to - 
promif. mor ,-..onal Qualifications in the perfon fo appointed 
for the goud of 2 Sta’» ? This is the principal Foundation of our 
Author's Sytem u chis Article, We might combat his Opinion 
by isveral Argumenss «hich he has not theught fit to mention, 
but that’s n0ue of our province,. | 
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Ad Annales Siculos Preliminaris apparatus, in qua de Sicula Hi- 


florie dignitate, antiquitates, © Scriptorum praftantia ac nu- 


mero fufe differitur, Auttore Sac. D, Auguftino Inveges, nobile 
faccenfe, Opus Pofthumum, ©c. i. An Introduétion to the 
Annals of Sici/y, by Auguftin Inveges. At Palermo r7og.in 
Quarto, p. 112. , | 


. Michael de Fudice, who Dedicates this piece to the Senate 
: of Palermo, affures us in hisEpiftle, that the Annals of Sicz/p 
by Javeges {hall quickly be.publifhed, and continug down to this 
prefent time. <Axupuftin Inveges is the Author of the Annals of 


Palermo ; the firft part whereof was publifhed at Pa/ermoin 16495 


the fecond in 1650, the thirdia 1651, in the fame City. He alfo 
compofed a Book;, entituled the Svcz/izn Cartbage, printed at 
Palermo in 1650. It is wyote in Italian, as well as his An- 


pals. 


_ This preliminary Differtation is divided into two Se&tions. In 


tthe firft, our Author treats of the Dignity of the Hiftory of Si« 
ily, He maintains its Dignity, both from the Antiquity of the 
firft known times, and frorg the ancientett of the firlt Hiftorians. 
‘Upon thefé two Articles he compares the Hiftory of Sici/y with 


other moft famous Hiftories ; as the Hebrew, Greek, Latin, E- 
£ytian, Scythian, Affyrian, and thofe of Spain, Germany, Gal- 


tia, Perfia,and China. -Inveges, after having enquired into the 
sfirft: Matter of Fa&t, that each of thofe Hiftories give an account 
-of, thought that the Hiftory of Sici/y defezved. the fecond. place. 


To thisend he alledged, after feveral ancient Authors, that. Si- 
ci/y at the beginning of the World, was a peninfula joyned to 
Italy, and feparated from it by the general Deluge. Thus he makes 
the year of the univerfal Deluge, the firit Epocha of the Hiftory 
of Sicily. Now except the Hiftory of the Hebrews, which be- 
gun with the Creation of the World, no Hiftory reaches fo high. 
Tis true, thatthe Scythian Hiftory has the fame year for its E- 
pocha, but the event it begins with, which is the refting of the 
Ark upon the Mountains, did not happen, according to Inveges, 


° , | till 
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till five Months after the feparation of Sicily from Italy. The 
Hiftory of Egypt began at the Birth of Mi/raim, and that of 
Affyria at the Birth of Affar. Mi/raim and Affur were born the 
fecond Year after the Flood. Fava, the Father of the Greeks, 
was born the fourth Year, and Twba/, Father of the Spaniards, 
the fifth. As to the Latin Hiftory, and that of Germany, their 
Epocha is after the Deluge 40 or 50 Years, feeing the one begun 
at the Birth of Chethim, and tie other at thatof Afpsenas. The 
Hiftory of the Gau/s, fays our Author is but a fequel of the Hi- 
{tory of the Germans. Inveges fays nothing of the Origine of 
China, becaufe it feems fabulous. 

The fecond Place he thinks to be alfo due to the Sicilian Hi- 
ftory, on account of their firft Hiftorian, Hypis of Reggio; who, 
according to Swidas, lived in the time of the Perfians. This way 
of marking the time of an Hiitorian throws our Author into 
great Incertainties. It would feem that the time of the Per- 
fians was that of their Empire, which includes 207 Years; from 
the Foundation of their Monarchy by Cyras, till its DeftruGtion. 
by Alexander. Inveges endeavours to demonftrate, that Hypis 
preceded Theognis of Megara in Sicily, and Antiochus of Syra- 

“cufa. The Hiftorian Diodorus fays, that this Antiochus ended 
his Hiftory at the $9:h Olympiad, and our Author reckons Az- 
tiochas to have lived at that time: But it fuffices that Hypis was 
before Theognis the Poet, who lived in the 59th Olympiad, 
Suidas affirms that Theogais compofed an Elegy upon the Siege 
of Syracufa, fo that he is later than Hypis, who was the firft 
Hiftotian that wrote the Affairs of Siciy, This ts the reafoning. 
of Inveges, according to the Rank he gives his Hiftorians, with 
refpect to their Antiquity. Hypis follows Mofes; afterwards 
came He-od-tus tor the Greek Hiftory, Theopompus and Epboras 
for the Latin, Crefias for the Perfian, Berofus for the Affyrian, 
Manetho iss the Egyprian, Fulius Cefar for the Hiltoty of the 

Gauls, Cornehus Tacitus for that of the Germans, and Appian 

of Alexandria for that of Spain. ee 

The tecond Settion of this Work contains 3 Catalogues of 

Authors that have {poken of Sicily. The Hiftorians that are 

lait make the firft Catalogue, and are 46 in number ; the firft is 

Hypis, and the laft Agathocles. Inveges very juftly bewails the. 

lois of fo many Woks, The fecond Lift includes the printed 

Authors, at thie Head of whom is Cicero, becaufe in his Ha- 

Fangues again{t Verves, he mentions. feveral things that — 

? ictlyr 
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Sicily. The laft Catalogue comprehends the Manufcripts quoted 


-by different Writers. 

The Publifher has made a great number of Remarks on the 
Differtation we have thus-accounted for. On occafion of the 
Cyclops, he attacks Facgues Bolduc, who in his Treaty of the 
Church before the Law, maintains that there never was in Si- 
cily, nor any where elfe, Giants, 7 ¢. Men of a monftrous big- 
nefs. The Publifher examins the Arguments of this Writer, and 
anfwers the Paflages ‘of Philo, Fofephus, S. Cbryfoftom, S. Cyril 
of Alexandria, S. Fobn of Damafcys, Macrobies and Strabo, 
whom Bolduc quotes, to prove that we muft not underftand lit- 
-terally what the Ancients relate of Giants. 

Towards the end of his Remarks, he mentions .a confiderable 
piece compofed by Father Fehn Andrew Maffa, a Jefuit. °Tis 


2 Colle€tion of Inquirics,.the printing of which was hindet’d by, 


the Death of the Author. The Manvfcript is divided into four 
Parts.. In the Srft he {peaks of Towns and other Places in Sicily 
that are notin being. The fecond treats of Places in being; and 
in the third Father Aic//a. gives us a Defcription of Mountains, 
‘Subterranean Places,. Promontories, Creaks, Ports, Shores, Ri- 


vers, Fountains, Marfhes, Ponds, Lakes, Rocks, Peniniulas,* 


and Ifles near S.ci/y.. The fourth part contains under feveral 
Heads what the Author calls the-Prerogatives, Natural, Artifi- 
cial, .Politick, Prophune and Sacred -ot Sicily. Thefe Heads 
have the following Titles. 1. Sici/y, famous.amongtt Authors, 
2. The Names of Sicily. 3. The Situation of Sicily. 4. The 
Separation of that Ifland from Isa/y, 5. Its breadcii, length, and 
‘Extent. .6, Its Arms. .7. [ts Fruitfulnefs.- 8. Its Wonders, 
9. Its Divifions, .10. The Number of its People. .11. The 
Things that have been invented there. 12. The Wit.and Ipdu- 
firy of the Sicilians. 13. The Nobility of Sycily. 14. Their 
Politicks. 15. Their Fables. 16. Their Idolatry and Super- 
{titions. 17. Their Chriftian Piety, 18. Theis Earthquakes, 
_and efpecially that of 1693. 
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An Account of Church-Government and Governours : Wherein w 
fhew'd, That the Government of the Church of England s% mest 
agreeable to that of the Primitive Church, By Thomas Brett, 
L. L. D, and Reétor of Bettefhanger mear Canterbury. The 
Second Edition, with large Additions and Amendments. 
London: Printed jor John Wyat at the Rofe in St. Paul’ 
Church-Yard, 1710. 8vo. Pp. 452. 


HIS Book was firft Publifh’d nine Years ago umder the 
Title of An Account of Church-Government and Governours ; 
and was writ, as our Author tells us, in the Preface to that 
Edition, purely to gratifie the Defires of a particular Friend, 
who was willing to fee the Agreement of the Government of 
the Church of England with that which was Founded by 
the Apoftles and Apoftolical Men in the Primitive Church of 
Ghrift: The Appearance of the Rights of the Christian Church 
made him take a Review of what he Publifh’d at that time, 
and make fuch Additions and Alterations as he thought con- 
venient, which produc’d this Second Edition, in bulk more than 
twice as big as the former: And which therefore it may not 
be altogether improper to take fome notice of in this Place. 
The Matters which Dr. Brete treated of in the former Edi- 
tion were as follows, viz. Of Church-power in general, and 
whence it is deriv’d : Of the Regal Supremacy : Of the feve- 
ral Orders of the Clergy: That Bifhops and Priefts are diftiné 
Orders, prov’d from the Scriptures: From the Teftimonies of 


the Church : Of the College of Presbyters, and the manner 


how the Bifhop liv’d with his Clergy: Of the Original of Pa- 
rifhes and Parifh-Priefts : Of Deacons: Of Archdeacons : Of 
Archpriefts or Rural Dean: Of Bifhops-Chancellors: Of Cho- 
repifcopi or Bifhops Suffragan: Of Archbifhops, or Metropoli- 
tans: Of the Election of the Bifhops in the Primitive Church : 
Of Feuds or Benefices : Of Inveftiture: Of the Contefts about 
Inveftitures in the Empire : Of the Contefts about Iuveftitures 
in England: Of the manner of EleGions in England: Of the 
Conge de Eflire: Of the Inferior Orders of the Clergy not re- 
tain’d inthe Church of England, Upon moft of thefe Heads 
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our Author is much larger and fuller now than he was in the 
former Edition; andto thefe has added. a very large Chapter 
upon Provincial Synods, which I fhall choofe to gaye the Reader 
the Subftance of in this Place, and leave him ffm thence to 
makea Judgment of the whole Performance. 

And here our Author begins this Chapter with attempting 
to prove, That the Right which the Church has to its Synods 
or Councils, is plainly Divine ; which he looks upon as evi- 
dent from Matt. 18. 17, Gc. That by the Church which has 
this Right, is meant the Governing Part of it, the Bifhops 
and Presbyters; fo that this paflage authorizes any Bifhop 
whatever with his College of Presbyters, to meet and deter- 
min Matters within their Authority and Jurifdidion: From 
whence he proceeds to prove, That this alfo authorizes larger 
Synods confifting of divers Bifhopsand Presbyters: For fince 
the Church of Chrift is but one in all parts of the World, it 
follows, (in our Author’s Opinion) That tho’ the Paftors of 
particular Churches be affix’d to their Places and Charges, 
yet they ought alfo to have a Care and Concern for the whos 
Body, and all the Members of it; wherefore when Need r& 
quiers, or juft Occafion is offer’d, it behoves them to employ 
their Travel abroad, as well as to beftow their Pains at home, 
to direét and pacity the Houfhold of Faith. 

Hence our Author infers, That if any Matter fhall happen 
wherein more than a fingle Bifhop and his Clergy are con. 
cern’d, it behovesall thofe that are concern’d therein, to con- 
fult together on fuch cccafions; and our Saviour’s Precept 
fufficiently authorizes’em to aflemble for this purpofe,becaule no 
Man can be requir’d to apply to the Church,which our Saviour 
plainly commands ( Afa:th. 18. 17, &.) unlefs the Church have 
a power to meet,to hear and determine fuch Matters as apper- 
tainto it: And if fingle Bifhops with their Clergy have Autho- 
rity from Chrift to govern a fingle Church or Diocefe,to deter- 
min Differences therein, and make Rules for the Government 
of it; a number of Bilhops with their Clergy may certainly 
have the fume Right when met together, over all the Churches 
under their feveral Charges, 

Dr. Brett proves this Power of Provincial Synods farther,from 
the Opinions and Practices of the Apoftles themfelves, upon 
this Heads who, when a Cafe happen’d wherein the whole 
Church was concern'd, Judgd that they had Authority to 
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meet all together, both Apoftles and Elders, to confider of this 
matter: And not doubting but that our Saviour, according to 
his Promife, was prefent in the midft of them, by the Opera- 
tion of his Holy and Divine Spirit, they wrote thus in their 
Canonical Epiftle ; Jt feemed good to the Holy Ghoft and to Us. 
The matter which the Apoftles met upon and confulted about, 
in our Author’s opinion, might have been determin’d by any 
one of ’em, fince they were every one guided by an Infallible 
Spirit in the Doétrines which they taught and deliver’d to the 
Church: Hence he concludes that one chief Caufe of their 
afflembling together to determin the point Synodically, might 
be intended for an Example to their Succeflors, to inftruct 
them how they ought to proceed in putting an End to Con- 
troverfies, when the Gift of immediate Divine Infpiration 
fhou’d be no longer granted. 

This Method of divers Bifhops and their Clergy aflembling 
together in Synod, being thus Authoris’d by Divine Allowance, 
with a gracious Promife annex'd to it, and by Apoftolical 
Practice, was (our Author tells us) immediately follow’d by 
the Primitive Church. He grants indeed, that we can’t give 
many particular Inftances of this Practiceein the Second Cen- 
tury, by reafon that there are fo few Records of that Time 
which have been tranfmitted to us: However from the 
Fragments which Eu/ebius has preferv'd, we may be fatisfy’d, 
that there were Synods held then, as well as before and after- 
wards; as fome in which Montanus and his Do@rines- were 
condemn’d, feveral about the time of the Obfervation of 
Eafter, Sc. 7 

In the third Century, our Author obferves, wecan give a 
full account of Synods ; having more Records of the Difciplin 
of the Church in that Age thanin that which preceded it, viz. 
In the Year 215 a Synod was held at Carthage under Agrinpinus, 
Bifhop of that Church, confifting of the Bifhops of Africa and 
Numidia, concerning the Re.baptifing of Hereticks: And St. 
Cyprian held feven Provincial Synodsin about the fpace of fix 
Years, to confider the Cafe of the Laps’d, and to condemn 
Feliciffimus a Schifmatick ; to reconcile the Laps’d before 
their time of Penance wasfully completed in a Cafe of urgent 
Neceflity ; to determine the cafe of Infant-Baptifm ; to thew 
that it was notneceflary or expedient to deferr the Baptifing 
of them to the eighth Day, as was the Cuftom of the Zews for 
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their Circumcifion;, to receive Felim and Sabinus, two Spanifh 
Bifhops into Communion, who had been Ordain’d in the 
room of Bafilides and Martialis, who had been depos’d for Sa- 
crificing, to Idols ; to determin the Cafe of Baptifm conferr’d 
by Heretics, ec. Our Author obferves farther, that Anno 230, 
a Synod was held at Alexandria, under Demetrim, in the Cafe 
of Origen, confilting of feveral Bifhops and Priefts , that Anno 
242, another was held at Boffrain Arabia, wherein the O- 
pinion of Berylws, Bifhop of that Place was condema’d, who 
had Err’d with relation to the Divinity of our Saviour ; that 
Anno 245, another was held at Epbe/us, wherein Noerws and 
his DoGiiins were Condemn’d ; that Anno 251, a Council was 
held at Rome, for reftoring the Laps’d to the Communion of 
the Church, in which Novatian alfo was condemn’d; which 
confifted of fixty Bifhops, as many Presbyters at leaft, and 
feveral Deacons, Ce. 

In the beginning of the fourth Century, even before Con- 
flantine came to the Empire, at leaft before he openly pro- 
fefs‘d Chriftianity, and concern’d himfelf with the Affairs of 
the Church. Dr. Brere obferves farther, That we have an 
Account of feveral,FEcclefidftical Councils : As, Anno 305, of 
one held at Eliberts in Spain, to reftore the Difcipline of the 
Church; in which were prefent 19 Bifhops and 26 Presbyters : 
Of another about the fame time at Cirra the Metropolis of 
Numidia, to confider the Cafe of the Traditors, or fuch as had 
deliver’d up their Bibles in the time of the Diocletian Perfecue 
tion : Anno 236, Of oneheld at Altxandria by Peter the Bifhop 
of that Church, in which Meletivs the Bifhop of Lycopolis was 
depofed for many Crimes, particularly for having facrific’d 
to Idols : And, Anno 311, of one held at Carthage, in which 
Cecilian was confecrated Bifhop of that See by Felix Bifhop of 
Aptungis in the room of A¢enfurins, who was then lately dead. 

All thefe Synods, proceeds our Author, and feveral more, 
were held before there was any. Prince that concern'd himfelf 
with the Affairs of the Church, otherwife than to opprefs and 
perfecute it; which muft therefore have been holden by that 
Divine Right which Chrift conferr’d on his Church, or elfe 
muit be look’d upon as illegal Aflemblies that ufurp’d an Au- 
thority which they had not any juft Title to: Dr. Brett con- 
ceives, that no one will have the Confidence to pretend, That 
they were illegal Meetings aflembl’d without Right or Autho- 

: rity ; 
















fo2 January, 1709. 37 
rity: But.if they receiv’d not their Right and Authority from 
our Saviour, ’tis certain they coud not have it from any. 
other: The Confequence of which is, that they did receive 
it from him; and that he did fo eftablifh and fettle his 
Church, that i¢ might have and enjoy a Power within it felf, 
and altogether Independenton any Temporal Authority, to 
hold Synodical Aflemblies.. . | 

The Dr. proceeds to prove, That after the Emperors be- 
came Chriftians, the Church fuppos’d it felf to have our 
Saviour’s Authority to hald Councils at convenient Seafons ; 
and that its Governours did not efteem it a mere Grace and 
Favour of the Chriftian Prince, that they were permitted to 
meet in fuch Affemblies : This he fhews from feveral Decla- 
rations of the Primitive Church made to this Purpofe: As from 
that of Celefinus Bifhop of Rome in his Letter to the general 
Council of Ephefus ; from the Conftru€tion put upon Matt. 18. 
17, @:. by the Council of Chalcedon; and by Reccaredus the 
firft King of Spain that abjur’d the Arian Herefy, and embrac’d 
the Catholic Faith, in his Letter to the Council of Toledo. 
And whereas Grotivs and fome others endeavour to render 
this Text infufficient, upon which to build the Independent 
Divine Right of Provincial Synods, our Author endeavours 
to fubvert their Explications of this Paflage, and eftablith his 
own, which was alfo receiv’d and built upon by Primitive: 
Antiquity. | 

Mr. Prynne, in the Year 1645, Publifh’d a Book Entitled, 
Truth Trinmphing over Falfhhood, &c. In which he maintains 
the following Pofitions, wz. “ Firff, That the Right and Au- 
“ thority of calling or fummoning Ecclefiaftical Aflemblies, 
“© Councils, Synods, whether General, National or Provincial, 
“© to fettle matters of Religion, Worfhip, Church-Govern- 
‘© ment, or conftitute ~Ecclefiaftical Laws belongs not to 
“¢ Bifhops, Minifters, or private Independent Congregations ; 
“ but to Princes, or Supreme Temporal Magiftrates or 
“© Powers. Secondly, That Bifhops and Clergy-men when 
“© Affembled in Councils, Synods, and ‘Convocations by 
‘© Chriftian Princes and Magiftrates, have always been li- 
** mited and directed by them, not only for the Time and 
*¢ Place of their Meeting, but likewife for the Manner and 
“¢ Matter of their Debates and Proceedings ; having no Pow 
“* er or Liberty to debate or determine any Thing but what 
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<¢ was firft preftrib’d them by cheir Summoners, ‘or by their 
© fpecial Licenfe firft obtain’d: With a touch of Princes 
‘¢ and Laymens Prefiding, Judging, Voting in Synods and 
“ Councils. Thirdly, That as Bifhopsand Clergy-men have 
“° no Power at all to fummon Councils, Synods or Convo- 
‘ cations, nor yet to treat or conclude of any Ecclefiaftical 
‘ Canons or Conftitutions, ec. without the fpecial Licenfes 
** of Kings under their Great Seals authorizing ’em; fo when 
“© Councils or Synods, have by virtue of their Licenfe, agreed 
“* on and composd any fuch Articles, Canons, Conftitutions, 
“ Orders, Ceremonies, Oe. they can’t priat, publifh, pro- 
‘** mulge, impofe, execute or put themin Ufe; norare they of 
‘* any binding Force or Authority ’till they are approv'd, 
“ ratify’d and confirm'd by Chriftian Kings and Princes Sub. 
“ {criptions, Imperial Edits, Patents, Acts of State, Par- 
“ liament, @c.” Thefe very Propofitions Dr. Brett obferves 
are maintain’d by the Learned. Author of The Authority of 
Chriftian Princes Afferted, &c. tho’ in other words; and at- 
tempted to be prov’d by the fame Arguments which Mr, Prynne 
made ufe of: The Dr. confiders them, and gives each its 
refpective Anfwer. | 
And whereas fome would prove from the Ait of Submiffon, 
(which fays ‘* The Clergy of this Realm of England, have 
“© Knowledge according to Truth, that the Convocation of the 
“© fame Clergy is, always has been, and ought to be aflem- 
“* bled only by the King’s Write ”) that the Clergy of this 
Kingdom, have no Right to their Synodical Meetings but. what 
they receive from the Crown: Our Author does not conceive 
that any fuch confequence follows from the Words of this 
Statute. Ever fince this Realm became Chriftian, and the 
Clergy had a Right to Synods, the Kings (our Author ob- 
ferves)have been alfoChriftians, and generally {peaking, have 
by their Mandatory Letters, regularly and duly commanded 
Synods Or. Convocations to be aflembled : So that there has been 
no neceffity here, for the Clergy to exercife their extraordi- 
nory Right: But our Author obferves farther, That neither 
the Convocaticu that yielded to this {ubmifion, nor the Parlia- 
nent that enacted it into a Law, have declared, thatthe Clergy 
have no Right to defire fich Writt ; or that the Prince does 
not abufe his Tru/, if he refufes to grant it when it is expedi- 
ent. And he obferves, in the laft place, that, notwith{tand- — 
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ing any thing hereenaGted, whatever Right the Clergy had 
to their Synods, before there wasany Chriftian Prince, muft 
continue the fame now, if the Prince fhould ceafe to be Chri- 
ftian, or abufe that Truft, which in this particular has been 
repofed in him 5 and the Clergy may then undoubtedly aflem- 
ble by that Right, which they receiv’d from our Saviour ; and 
which was exercifed by the Apoftles, and Primitive Chriftians, 
for three Hundred Years before there was any Chriftian Prince 
in the World. 

This, in the Dr's Opinion, is fuch a Right as no Submiffion of 
a Convocation, nor At Of Parliament, can deprive the Clergy 
of: Inafmuch as the Church was not founded by any Civil 
Authority, but by Fefus Chrift, to whom all Power borb in Heaven 
and Earth was given by the “ather, fo neither can any CivilAu- 
thority whatever, take from it any Part of that Power which 
Chrift has committed.to it. Civil Governours indeed, pro- 
ceeds the Dr, may perfecute and opprefs the Church, and 
deny its Governours the Exercife of that Authority, which 
Chrift has conferr’d upon ’em ; and the Church has no Remedy 
again{t fuch Oppreflors by open Force ; for Chrift never com- 
mitted the Power of the Sword to his Minifters: But then he 
adds, that God will not fail to avenge his own Caufe ; and will 
hear his own Eleét, when they cry Day and Night unto him. 
After-this the Dr, anfwers fome ObjeGions, drawn from the 
il] Confequences of the Abufe of this. Power ; and then con- 
cludes, that Provincial Synods of Neighbouring Bifhops (as well 
as Diocefian, of which he treats in another Chapter} have Au- 
thority from our Saviour’s Precept, Adatt. 18. 17. @e. to hear 
and determin Controverfics, and order other matters proper 
for their Cognifance, cc. 

Before the Eftablifhment of Aetropojitical Power, which is 
look’d upon to have taken up fome time in fettling ; our Au- 
thor is of Opinion, that thofe who had any Matter te debate, 
or Points to determin, reprefented to the Neighbouring 
Bifhops and Clergy, how much they {tood in need of the Con- 
vention of aSynod, who accordingly agreed upon Time and 
Place, &c, and conven’d, fettl’dthe Matters they met about, 
and what others they thought requifite to be adjufted, for the 
Peace and Welfare of the Church: This the Dr fhews was the 
Practice of the Apoftles, in the firft Syvod of Ferufalem ; and 
of fome Churches of the fucceeding Age, upon particular Oc- 
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cafions; even feveral Years after we have an Account of 
Synods held by Aetropolitans. , 

After the Dr. has provd Divine Right’ of the Church, to 
Provincial Syncds, he comesto confider of what Perfons thefe 
Synods were compos’d ; undertaking under this Head to prove, 
that © Presbyters were an Authoritative Part of Provincial 
“© Councils, and not Occafional Attendants, and Arbitrary 
“« Affiftants to their refpective Bifhops.” And this he proves, 
firft, from the firft Synod of Ferufalem, in which the Apoftles 
and Elders came together to confider of the Matter : Secondly, from 
feveral ancient Councils, in which Presbyters are recorded to 
have fat with Authority : And whereas fome Councils are re- 
corded by St. Cyprian, as confifting of Bifhops only, our Au- 
thor obferves,that thefe Councils were call’d to Judge Bifhops, 
or fuch as efteem’d themfelves fuch, in which confequently it 
was improper for Presbyters to fit with Authority. He proves 
alfo that Deacons fat in fome of the Primitive Councils,as well 
as Presbyters: That our ancient Britifh, and Saxon, and Englifh 
Synods, were held after the fame manner. That Presbyters 
in larger Synods,-did not always aé and fubfcribe in the 
Name of abfent Bifhops to whom they belong’d, and by whom 
they were deputed to fit in Council, and to vote in their ftead ; 
but that they frequently ated, voted, and fubfcribed in their 
own Names: With feveral other curious Particulars, which 
J have not Room fo much as to mention in this Place; but for 
the fake of brevity, muft refer my Readerto the Book it felf, 
for full Satisfaétion. 

In the next place our Author proceeds to fhew how, and in 
what manner, our own Synods have been held from the time 
we began to have a clear Account of their A&s ; of which 
the prefent Lord Bifhop of Lincoln gives this Account ; * That 
* however, for Convenience and Freedom of Debate, our 
“* Convocation is now ufually divided into two Houfes, yet it 
** is. together butone Aflembly, confifting of the pbifhops 
and Clergy of the Province, with the Metropolitan at the 
Head of them. Thus heretofore they both metand a&ed 
‘t together, and pafs’d feveral Synods without ever feparating 
‘© or debating afunder from one another. -When afterwards 
** they divided for the better Management of their Delibera- 
‘* tions, it was only occafionally, upon fome greater Emer- 
** gency, and then they went afide for an Hour or two, 

, | © treated 


io 


& 


4 


& 


- 






































foz January, 171!0. 41 


“ treated by themfelves, and returned to the Place of Affem- 
“¢ bly, and deliver’d their Opinions, there came to a Refo- 
*¢ lution. ” From this feparate Debate, our Author is large 
¥ in deducing the Rights of the Lower Houfe of Convocation, 
ee to Intermeciate Meetixgs: But I can give no Account of what 
a he offers, upon this tender Subje@, which of Late has been 
i. fo much matter of Debate and Controverfy, in this Place. 
Our Author concludes this Chapter with feveral Reafons, : 
oe for the frequent and Regular Meeting of our Convocation ; > 
as in particular it will be the moft likely means, to procure a > 
Reformation of this Land from that Atheifm, Deifm, Pro- : 
phanenefs, @c. which overfpread it at prefent, by a Refto- 
ration of whatis fo neceflary to thefe End, wholefome Church- 
Difcipline. 





A Review of the Cafe of Liturgies, and their Impofition, In An- 
fwer to Mr. Bennet’s Brief Hiftory, of srecompos'd fett Forms 
of Prayer: And bis Difcourfe of Foint-Prayer. By Benjamin 
Robinfon, Minister of the Gofpel. London, Printed for J. 
Clark, ar the Bible and Crown im the Old Change. 1710. 
Svo. p. 468. 





N a Preface to this Piece, Mr. Robinfon tells us, that in the 
Difcourfe it felf, he has not only prefented us with a 
Juft, and Fair Anfwer, to all that Mr. Benner has Offer’d, ei« 
ther for pre-compos’d fett Forms, or againft Extempore-Prayer 
in both his tedious Books: But alfo with a very diftiné& and 
large Account, of the Authority of the Ancients: Of the 
_ Sacramental Teft : Of the Unwarrantablenefs of Impofitions 
in Mattersof Religion : Of the Power of Ecclefiaftical Synods: 
Of the Frame of our Exglifh Convocations in particular: Of 
the unparallel'd hardfhips put upon the Clergy inthe Convo- 
cation of 1661. Gc, Not to mention feveral other ufeful 
and agreeable Particulars, more curforily touch’d upon 3; 
which do not relate dire&ly to the point in Controverfie- 
The Authority of the Ancients he tells us he was the more 
eafily led to confider, becaufe he finds them often, by Mr. 
Bennet, and feveral others of the Effablifl’d Church (as well P 
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as by the Romanifts) appeal'd to upon all occafions: As if fo 
many Hundred Years ago, Human Nature had been quite an- 
other thing, than what we find it ; and, by fome extraordi- 
nary Vouchfafement, peculiar to thofe times, Men had then 
been freefrom Paffion, Prejudice, Ambition, Avarice, and 
whatever other Weaknefles do now make us fubje& to Mif- 
takes. When not only the Pop:fh Writers cry up the Autiors- 
ty of the Ancient Fathers, but fome alfo that are Adinisters in a 
Proteftant Church; as if the Senfe of the Ancient Fathers, or 
Councils, was of equal Force with the Holy Scriptures them- 
felves; our Author looks uponit as high time, to fet that 
Matter in a true Light; and to fatisfy the World, that they 
neither had, nor did fo much as pretend to any fuch Authority ; 
that they neither did fubmit their Underftandings, to the Di- 
éates of thofe that were before em; nor expeéted fuch ex- 
travagant Refpeét and Veneration, from thofe that fhould live 
in future Times. 

The point of Impofitions in Matters of Religion, Mr. Robin- 
fon has confider’d at large, upon the Occafion of Mr. Bennet’s. 
pleading for the Jmpoftion of a Liturgy: And this he tells us 
he did the rather, becaufe he was fenfible that there are other 
impofitions, befides the ufe of pre-compos’d fet Forms of Prayer 
which muft be compiy’d with, before we can (upon the pre- 
tent Eftablifhment) be admitted to publick Service in the 
Church. This way our Author apprehended the Unreafon- 
ablenefs of Impofing a Liturgy wou'd appear with greateft Ad- 
vantage. For if Chriftianity itfelf, the moft neceflary and 
éffential Articles of our common Faith, may not lawfully be 
impos’d upon the World; Much lefs a Liturgy, or douhtful 
way of Worfhip, which God has no where determin’d in 
Scripture, and which therefore can’t be preteaded to be 
neceflary. 

Our Author frankly declares, that he is a Member not of 
this confind Church of England, but of the Church of Chris 
at large ; he has long with Grief of Heart, beheld the Mif- 
chief of this impofing Humour every where; Party- Men of 
all Denominations, all the World over being tin@ur’d with it ; 
and he looks upon it to be equally hateful among Proteftants, 
as Papifts; among Diflenters, as Churchmen; among Natives 
23 Foreigners. If his Confcience muft be impos’d upon, in 
bir, Robinfon’s Opinion the difference is not great, whether it 
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be by a Spanifh Inquifition, or by an Englifh Comddgation , by Pre- 
latists, Or by Presbyterians, &c This he looks upon to be the 
worit Part of Popery; whether it be lodg’din one or other 
Hand: And therefore he has declar’d himfelf with anfwerable 
Freedom againft it, without Refpect to any Party or Denomi- 
nation of Chriftians whatfoever : Being fo far from expecting 
Uniformity in Worfhip, whilft this Spirit prevails, that he is 
fully fatisfied, we never can arive at that Unity, which is of 
vaftly greater Importance, and which our Lord Je/us himfelt 
has fo earneftly prefled upon us. 

The Power of Ecclefiaftical Synods, our Author tells us, 
he was the more willing to look into, when he found Mr. 
Bennet wholly waving the mentiou ofthofe Ads of Parliamenr, 
that {npport the prefent Impofitions ; and in Defence of ‘em, 
pleading only from the Power of the Clergy in a Synod, wbat 
they may Refolve, and what they by their Canons may require. 
and what Duty and Obedience is due to them as our Gover- 
nours and Reprefentatives: Mr. Rodinfon declares that he cant 
underftand that the Clergy (whether in or out of, Synod) have 
any Power over the Confciences of Men; he looks upon their 
Synodical Power, to be only merely Perfuafive; and their 
private Poweras Clergymen, he efteems tobe no other, than 
that of exercifing and difcharging the Duties that are proper 
to their Function; whether relating to Prayer, the Miniftry 
of the Word, or the Difpenfation of Sacramentt: Andin each 
or any part of their Office, he looks upon what Power they 
have, as meerly Afinisterial: That they are not Lords over 
Ged’s Heritage, nor have they Dominion over the Faith of o- 
thers: That they are not to Jay any thing asa Law, either 
upon their Brethren or their refpective Flocks, but what Christ 
himfelf has laid upon’em ; and even Chrif?s own Laws, they 
are not allow’d to enforce otherwife than by AZoral means; 
viz. Prayer to God,their own Example, ftrong and convincing 
Arguments, gentle and earneft Entreaties, @c. Whatever 
lyes beyond thefe, in our Author’s Opinion, is not within the 
Compafs of their Commiffion: And confequently muft be 
a Power that Céris# never lodg’d in their Hands. 

The Treatife before us confifts of fix Chapters : In the firf 
of which Mr. Robinfon treats of the Author of the Tracts, 
under his Confideration, and of fome of his earlier Perfor- 
mances, and of the Titles of the Books bbfore him: In the se- 
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cond ne delivers the Conceffions which he makes to fhorten the 
Debate ; fhews that the grand Point in Controverfy, is per- 
feAlly over-look’d by Mr. Bennet; and his ftrange Confufion, in 
explaining the Principal Terms he makes ufe of. In the Third 
he treats of the Practices of the Antient Jews, our Saviour 
and his Aposfies; confidering Mr. Bennet’s Teftimonies with 
relation to thefe matters ; and fhews that he produces no real 
Proof that they, or any of them, did ever join at all in the 
ufe ef fuch Forms, as are in Queftion; much lefs that they 
usd fuch and no other. 

In his fourth Chapter, our Author is large upon the Pra- 
tice of the Chriftian Church, in the third, fourth, and fifth 
Centuries ; upon the Authority of the Ancients in general ; 
upon the Confideration of the Teftimonies alledg’d by Mr. 
Bennet, from Tertullian, Cyprian, Gregory Thaumaturgus, Gre- 

ory Nazianzen, the 18th Canon of the Council of Laodicea, 
Bafil, Chry[ostom, Auftin ; the third Council of Carthage, and 
the Secend of Milevis ; endeavouring to make it appear, that 
neither any one of ’emin particular, nor all together, do prove 
that the Primitive Chriftians did univerfafly ufe pre-compos’d 
fet Formsof Prayer in their public Worfhip; much lefs, that 
they never join‘d in any other. 

In his fife Chapter, Mr. Robinfon treats of the Impofition 
ofa National pre-compos’d Liturgy ; confiders Mr. Bennet’s 
Pretenfions for it; and endeavours to prove, that the Praétice 
of the ancient Fews, our Saviour and his Apcstles, and the 
Primitive Chriftians, does noc ; and that the}Authority of the 
Convocation can’t warrant fuch an Impofition. And in his 
fixth and laft Chapter he undertakes to fhew, that pre-com- 
pos’d fet Forms, fuch as the Congregatiou is accuftom’d to, 
and throughly acquainted with, are not in their own Nature 
neceflary: And that all the Advantages Mr. Bennet imagines 
peculiar to fuch Forms, way alfo, if not with greater Cer- 
tainty, be actaind in the Ufe of what he calls Extempore 
Prayers. It cannot be expected that I fhould enter into the 
Merits of this Caufe in this Place, neither have I room to give 
the Reader an Abridgment of the whole Piece before us; I 
fhall only to what has been faid, fubjoyn the Subftance of 
what Mr. Rodinfon advances upon fome particular Heads, from 
which a Judgment may be form’d of his manner of Managing 
the Controverfie before us ; and they who would fee his 
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Sentiments at large upon fuch Matters as I muft be fore’d to 
omit, muft be referr’d for particular Satisfa&ion to the 
Book it felf. 

And here I can’t omit the Remarks our Author makes upon 
the Titles of the two Books he writes againft: The Title of 
the Firft is, “‘ A Brief Hiftory of the joint Ufe of pre-compos’d 
“ fert Forms of Prayer: Shewing that the ancient Jems, our 
“ Saviour, his Apoftles, and the Primitive Chriftians never 
‘ join’d in any Prayers but preecompos‘d fett Forins only : 
“ That thofe pre-compos’d fett Forms in which they join’d, 
“ were fuch as the refpeGtive Congregations were accuftom'd 
“to, and throughly acquainted with. And that their 
« Practice warrants the Impofition of a National pre-com- 
“ posd Liturgy, @t.” And the Title of the Second is this, 
* A Difcourfe of Joint-Prayer : Shewing what is meant by 
“ Toint-Prayer. That the joint Ufe of Prayers conceiv’d Ex- 
“¢ yempore, hinders Devotion, and confequently difpleafes God : 


_ © Whereas the joint Ufe of fuch pre-compos’d fett Forms as 


the Congregation is accuftom’d to and throughly acquainted 
** with, does moft effectually promote Devotion ; and confe- 
** quently is commanded by God: And that the Lay-Diffen- 
** ters are oblig’d, upon their own Principles, to abhor the 
“ Prayers offer’d in their feparate Aflemblies, and to join in 
* Communion with the Eftablifh’d Church.” The Subftance 
of the Remarks which Mr. Rod:njon makes upon thefe two Titles 
is as follows. 

Upon the former of thefe two Titles, wherein Mr. Bennet 
has undertaken to fhew that the ancient Yews, our Saviour, 
and his Apoftles, ec. did ufe Forms of Prayer in Publick, our 
Author obferves, that tis not a few Reco:ds that will be 
fufficient to clear this; tho’ Mr. Bennet fhou'a wave the Pub- 
lication of thofe very Forms they us’d in the feveral Languages 
in which they were fent up to God; which yet if they were 
added, would not only imbeilifh the Hiftory, and gratifie the 
Curious ; but, if well attefted, wowd alfo mightily ftrengthen 
the Evidence of the FaG, and help on our ConviGion; and 
(which it felf alone is no fmall Advantage) might fave the 
Church the Labour of drawing up any new Forms. Nay, 
farther (proceeds our Author) he is to fhew, that they never 
did (any one of ’em, inany Age or Nation, no, not fo much 


as once in all their Lives) sein in any Prayers but pre-compos d 
fast 
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fett Forms only. Here Mr. Robinfon is perfuaded, that Mr. Benner 
has gone a little too far, and he hopes that among the ancient 
Fews, it woud be no great damage to the Caufe of Liturgies 
if Nadab and Abihu, Hophni and Phinehas were excepted, Gc. 
His fecond Obfervation upon the former Title is, That 
whereas according to Mr. Benner, thofe pre-compos’d fett 
Forms in which they joined, were fuch as the refpective Con- 
gregations were accuflom’d to, and throughly acquainted 
with: In Mr, Robinfon’s Opinion, this feems tocarry an odd 
kind of Infinuation along with it, viz. That in thofe Days 
they did not, as the Church of England in thefe degenerate 
Times, take any Notice in their publick Prayers of the extra- 
ordinary Occurrences of Providence ; that they never had 
new Forms of Prayers compos’d for Days of Solemn Humilia- 
tion or Thankfgiving, fuitably to the Occafion: Or if they 
had, tho’ Printing was not then invented, they took Care in 
the more expeditious way of Writing to provide a fufficient 
Number of Copies, and to difperfe ’eminto every hand ; and 
all this in due Time, fo as that there was not a fingle Perfon 
in all the feveral Congregations, but who had the Prayers, 
and carefully read em, and weigh’d every Sentence in ’em, 
and thereupon became accaftom’d to and throughly acquainted 
with’em, before ever they were once to be us’d in Public, ec. 
The third Thing, in Mr. Robinfon’s Opinion, which Mr. Ben- 


-net ought to prove, to make good the former of thefe Titles, 


is, That the Practice of our Saviour and his Apoftles, &c. war- 
vants the Impofition of a National pre.compos’'d Liturgy: Now to 
this purpofe Mr. Robinfon obferves, that it will not be enough 
to fhew from Authentic Hiftory, that they did fubmit toa 
Liturgy impos’d by others, but that they did themfelves im- 
pofe one in their own Days; nay, that it muft farther be 
made appear, that their impofition of a pre-compofed Liturgy 
was nota Temporary Conftitution, founded upon Reafons 
and Circumftances peculiar to thofe Perfons and Times, but 
that it was intended to be an Univerfal Law, perpetually 
binding to the Church. Whence it follows, that he muft 


either produce that very Liturgy that our Saviour and his 


Apofties did impofe upon all Nations throughout all Ages to 
be invariably Us'd 5 or at leaft he muft fhew the Full Powers 
chey have left with others to impofe Liturgies of their own 
Compofing, upon the Nations to which they do refpectively 

belong ; 
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belong ; that we may be fatisfy'd with whom that Authortiy 
was lodg’d, whether in the hand of one fingle Bifhop; or 
what number of Bifhops muft concur to render the Jmpofition 
valid. Again (procceds our Author) he fhould let us know 
whether this their Impofing Power could bind a whole 
Nation, even in defpite of the Civ#/ Powers, or not: For if 


they muft have their Leave, and be fupported by their Au- 


thority, they had noWarrant themfelves for feveral Hundreds 
of Years to impofe a pre-compofed Liturgy upon any one 
Natien under Heaven; and many People will be ready to 
think, they never could convey a Power of which they them- 
felves never had the Pofleffion. 

Mr. Rebinfon’s moft material Obfervation upon the /econd 
Title is, That Mr. Bennet feems to have put the Controverfy 
relating to prefcrib’d Forms of Prayer upon quite another Foot 
than other Writers do: For whereas they fatisfie themfelves 
to fhew that pre-compofed fett Forms of Prayer may be 
lawfully usd, and fo as to promote Devotion, and be 
pleafing to God; reckoning this fufficient to juftifie their 
Submiffion to and Ufe of fuch Forms; which Principle our 
Author does not difpute: Mr. Robinfon is of Opinion, that 
it does not thence follow at all (what Mr. Beaner aims at) that 
we can’t pray with equal Serioufnefs and Devotion, and fo as 
to be equally accepted of God, inthe joint Ufe of what he 
calls Extempore Prayers ; that the one of thefe kinds of Pray- 
ers was fo commanded by God, as that the other muft needs 
be in the nature of the thing, difpleafing to him. Our Au- 
thor attempts in the Sequel of this Difcourfe, to fhew at large 
that this is no Confequence. 

The Conceflions whieh Mr. Robinfon makes to the Eftablifh’d 
Church in this Controverfie, are as follow, viz. Firf, That 
he does allow it tobe not only Lawful but Neceffary Cin Public 
Prayers) for the People to pray by a Form. In this Cafe it 
being not fo much as poffible, that every one fhould compofe 
their own Prayers ; but only that the Words, whoever drew 
them up, fhouldaptly exprefs the prefent Senfe of their Souls 
to God. This, our Author obferves, is all that the nature of 
the thing will admit of, where feveral are unitedly engag’d 
in this Holy Exercife ; whether the Prayers were compos’d 
extempore by the Minifter himfelf, or with previous Study and 
Care by him, or by others for him. Hence he concludes, 
the 
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that whatever is or can be faid for the Lawfulne/s or Neceffity 
of Forms upon this Head, does not at all affect the Caufe en- 
gag’d in. ve? ) 

His Second Conceflion is, That the Diffenters did never fo 
mueh as queftion, whether it was Lawful for a Minifter to uf 
a pre-compos’d Form in publick Prayer ; they (according to 
him) fee nothing that fhould hinder him from not oi! 
thinking before-hand in what Method to Addrefs to God, or 
to what fpecial Purpofes ; but alfo what Words may be moft 
apt and proper to be usd. Nay, he grants, that if a Miuifter 
finds that his own Devotions and theirs who join with him, 
are moit effectually affifted by compofing his Prayers before- 
hand ; he not only may, but ought to-do it; as weil as pre- 
compofe his Sermons, for a like Reafon. 

Thirdly, Mr. Robinfon adds, That they do not fcruple in 
their public Miniftrations the Ufe of fett or flated Forms Uni- 
verfally: That on the contrary, they do almoft.conftantly blefs 
the People in one fett Form ; that they. fing Praifes toGod in 
fett Forms; that they frequently ufe the Lord’s Prayer in the 
very Wordsof it: Nay, that they do not only read the Pfa'ms 
of David and other Prayers recorded in Scripture, with utmoft 
Reverence, and heartily blefs God for ’em but often make 
ufe of the very Wordsin which they exprefs’d themfelves to 
God, tho’ they be pre-compes'd fett Forms. 

Fourthly, our Avihor grants in the Name of his Diffenting 
Brethren, that in times of great Darknefs and abounding Er- 


— yours, it was both Lawful and highly Expedicnr, to havea 


Liturgy or Book of Common Prayers, compos’d for the Ufe of 
‘the Weaker fort of Minifters, to affift’em in their feveral Ad- 
miniftrations: When the Church was under the hard Neceffi- 
ty of employing fuch inthe Miniftry, as neither were fuffici- 
ent to Pray without Forms, nor to Compofe for their own 
Ufe ; the more underftanding amongft the Clergy (Mr. Rubin. 
Jom grants) were well employed, in drawing up proper Forms 
for them to make ufe of, both in their ordinary Lord’s Day's 
Worfhip, in the Offices of Bapti/m and the Lord’s Supper, in 
rhe Vifitation of the Sick, @e. And at the dawning of the 
Reformation particularly, he looks upon fuch a Liturgy as 
ours then was, tohave beena fignal Mercy to the Church: 
As was alo fa Book of Homilies at that time, when the Gene- 
rality of Miuifters, were not able either to Pray, or Preach 
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without fuch helps. But then he isof Opinion, that where 
Liturgies are requifite, Homilies- mutt be fo too ; Having never 
met with any one that could give a wife and weighty Reafon? 
why thofe who are allow’d to prepare their own Sermons, 
might not as well be left at Liberty to compofe their owo 
Prayers. 

He grants farther, in the ffth Place, That in times of 
greater Light, a well composd Liturgy may have its Ule, to 
direé& and help efpecially the younger and more un experi 
encd Minifters in the feveral parts of their Fun@ion: To 
acquaint ’em more diftinétly with the Nature of the feveral 
Offices, and what they are principally to aim at; to put ‘em 
into the jufteft Method of Adminiftration; to help their In- 
vention, @c. But then he thinks they fhould (when the Ne- 
ceffity of the Cafe repuires no more) be only recommended 
as a Direftory, and not be rigidly Jmpos'd under the Notion of 
a fett Form of Werds, from which they may not be allow’d 
to vary. Tho’ an Agreement in the Senfe and Subftance of 
our Miniftrations be ufeful, and greatly to be defird ; yet our 
Author can’t fee that Uniformity in Words and Syllables was 
either a thing to be hop’d, or fo much as wifh’d for. 

» He allows farther, fixthly, That a Liturgy, even fuch an 
one as ours, tho it ought not to be impos’d, might Lawfully 
have been fubmitted to, provided it were freed from all 
doubtful Opinions and ambiguous Expreffions ; and efpecially 
ifit were not attended with enfharing Declarations, Sub/criptions, 
and Oath:, &c. 3 

After which Conceffions Mr. Robinfon Obferves, That the 
Quieftion is not, Whether the prefent Liturgy with all its 
Subfcriptions, Declarations and Oaths, may not Lawfuily be 
fubmitted to by thofe who are fully perfuaded and fatisfy’d 
in their own Minds : But, whether Forms of Prayer of merely 
Human Compofure, may Lawfully be impos’d upon all the 
Minifters of Chri, even the moft Able and Faithful ; and 
whether, when impos’d, fuch Minifters are indifpenfably 
oblig’d, in all their Adminiftrations, to ufe them and no 
other : Whether they may Lawfully affent and confent to all 
and every thing contain’d, and prefcrib’d in and by any fuch 
impos’d Liturgy ; even tho’ they contain fome obfcure and 
unintelligible Expreffions, and various, falfe, or at leaft fut 
pected 
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pected Opinions : And whether they may by folemn Oaths 
or Subfcriptions engage themfelves never to endeavour any 
Alterations, @e. 

This being the Queftion relating to the Cafe of Liturgies 
*cwixt us and the Diflenters ; *tis what, in our Author’s 
Opinion, Mr. Bennet ought to have dire@ly {poke to. Whereas 
Mr. Robinfon asks, Does he any where take the leaft notice of 
fuch a Cafe as this? Does he fo much as attempt to prove, 
that this was the ftate of thofe among the ancient Jews; or 
that our Lord Fe/us, his Apoftles and the Primitive Chriftiant 
were requir’d, not only to Ufe one conftant Form of merely 
Human Compofure, in all their public Adminiftrations,. but 
alfo to declare their unfeign’d A/fent and Con/ent to all and 
every thing contain’d in and prefcrib'd by it; and that they 
did accordingly, notwithftanding it contain’d various Parti- 
culars that were intricate and obfcure ; and others that were 
falfe, or fufpegted by themto be fo: And that they alfo en- 
gap’d themfelves by Oaths and Subfcriptions never to en- 
deavour an Alteration of that way of Worfhip? Had this 
been made appear, Mr. Robdinfon Obferves, it would have 
reach’d Mr. Bennet’s End, and have fully reconcil’d the Dif. 
fenters to the prefent Eftablifhment inthe Church, But when 
the very utmoft he has made appear, concerning any of thefe 
Points, is, That they did ufe Forms in their Public Worhhip ; 
and as to the Generality of "em, that they only made ufe of 
futh Forms as were drawn up by Perfons Divinely Infpir’d ; 
Mr Robinjon profefles hlmfelf to be perfectly amaz'd that any 
Perfon of Senfe could fo far miftake the Caufe he is engag’d 
in, and the Perfons.that he writes againft. 

After this our Author proceeds to fhew, That Mr, Bemnet 
has very indiftin@ and confus’d Notions and Idea’s of the 
Principal Matters he writes about: As of Prayer ; the very 
Effence of which he makes to confift in Speaking to God: Of 
joint Prayer ; which he givesa very inadequate Definition of, 
and makes reciprocal with public Prayer-at the fame time : Of 
pre-compos'd fett Forms of Prayer ; of which Terms, according 
to our Author, it is next toimpoflible to find out his Mean-. 
ing, &&c. I can’e tranfcribe hither the Faults which our Author 
finds with Mr. Bennet upon thefe Heads: The curious Reader 
will be tempted to confult Mr, Robinfon for’em, to whom I 


muft beforc'd to refer. him. 
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In his third Chapter, Mr. Robinfon anfwers whatever is 
brought in Defence of pre-camposd fett Forms of Prayer, from 
the Practices of the ancient ews: The Hiftory which Mr. 
Bennet gives us of the Practices of this People in this Cafe, 
commences with the time of A4Zofes’s leading ’em out of the 
Land of e&gypt; before which time Mr. Bennet does not pre- 
tend to have clear Proof that they did fo muchas Aflemble 
together, or had any public Worfhip; much lefs does he un- 
dertake to tell us, what fort of Prayers they us’d before that 
time ; whether they were Extempore, or whether pre-compos'd 
fett Forms, and all the Proofs which he brings for the Point 


he aims at, after the Commencement of this famous Period, - 


from the Old Teftament are thefe, that the fems did certainly 
join in the Song of Adofes, Exod. 15. In thatof Deborah and 
Barak, Judges 5. Inthe Pfalms of David. And in the Form 
appinted to be us‘d by the Elders of a City for the Expiating 
of an uncertain Murder, Deut. 21. 6, 7, 8. Mr. Robinfon takes 
all thefe Particulars into Confideration, and makes it his 
bufinefs to fhew, that they will by no means ferve Mr. Bennet’s 
purpofe ; nor come up at all tothe Cafe of the Jmpufition of 
Liturgies, as it ftands at this day ’twixt us and our Diflenting 
Brethren. He adds indeed fome things, by which he would 
prove the fame Practice upon the $ews after their Return from 
Babylon, thro’ the Remainder of the Old Teftament times 5 
which our Author confiders: And upon our Saviour and his 
Apoftles after the Commencement of the Gofpel: All which 
Mr. Robinfon confiders at large ; but I have not room fo mtch 
as to hint at what he offers in this Place. 

Our Author next confiders what Mr. Benner produccs from 
the Fathers and Councils, to prove that this was the Praétice 
of the Primitive Church: Previoufly to which he declares, 


that he can by no means confent, that the Practice of the 


Primitive Chriftians fhould be regarded, as if equally a Rule 
to us with that of our Saviour, or his Apoftles themfelves: 
He owns he could never fee why we are bound to conform to 
the Sentiments of the Ancients any more than of the Moderns, 
merely becaufe they are theirs: He is yet to feek for the vat 
Advantages which fome imagine they had beyond us, to dif- 
cover what was the Mind of Chrift: We have the fame 
Scriptures of Truth that they had; and in our Author’s 

G 2 Opinion 
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‘Opinion, wehave em more generally fpread among us, and 


can more eafily and frequently converfe with ’em, than they 
could: The fame Spirit of Truth is now as ready to aflift 
thofe that fincerely and diligently Search into ’em,as he was in 
thofe Days: We have all kinds of Learning that may be 
proper or ufeful for the Underftanding of them, vaftly beyond 
what they could pretend to; And in Mr. Robdinfon’s Opinion, | 
it muft be allow’d, that they had the fame or equal Prejudices: 
or Pre-fofleffions, Animofities and Contentions, Weaknefles. 
and Follies amongft them, that we find Reafon to complain 
of in our Days. In a Word, as they had equal: Hindrances 
with us, and we have much greater Advantages than they ; 
our Anthor asks, What is it that can oblige us to pay fo vaft: 
a Deference totheir Authority ? : 

Can it be imagin’d, proceeds our Author, that a Perfon. 
really was more Holy, Wife or Learned, or even more in- 
fallible ; merely becaufe he liv’d in the third, fourth or fifth 
Century: Orthat he is lefs fo becavfe he happen’d not to be 
Born ‘till the fifreenth or fixtenth, or even till the laft Age ?: 
Upon the contrary Suppofition he founds the Abfurdity of 
making mere Antiquity a fufficient Authority whereupon 
either to found any Doétrine of Faith, or any way of Worhhip. 
And as.to the ancient Fathers themfelves, our Author fhews: 
at large, that they were not at all apprehenfive that Chrift had 
lode’d fuch a Power in their Hands, that what they faid and 
did fhould be a Rule to the Churches that came after‘em; nei- - 
thet did they. make the Praétices or. Opinions of thofe that 
were before em, their. Ru/e : But upon all occafions they do: 
noth refer others, and, themfelves have recourfe to the Holy 
Seriptures.. After this Mr. Robinfcn is very large in anfwering 
whatever is produc’d by Mr. Bennet out of the Primitive Wri- 
ters,in Defence of the Doctrines he has undertook to maintain. 
With what fuccefs our Author has endeavour’d to invalidate 
Mr. Bexner’s Allegations, the Reader muft be left to judge, 
after an impartial Perufal of this part of the Book before us. 

i have not room to Tranfcribe hither any thing of what our 
Author fays with great. warmth and concern relating to the 
Milchief of Impofitions in general in matters of Religion, to 
the Power of Convocations in general, the Nature of our own 
in particular, the Hardfhips put upon.a. great Part of the 
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Body of the Clergy imthe Convocation of 1661, &c. Having 
already exceeded the Bounds which I firff propos'd to have 
kept within, in my Account of the Book beforeus. ‘The 





The Dignity and Honour of the Clergy, reprefented in an Hiftorical 


Collection: Shewing how ufeful and ferviceable the Clergy have 
been to this Nation, by their Univerfal Learning, Atts of Cha- 
vity, and the Adminiftration of Civil Offices: Wherein an Ac- 
count is given of Books publifh'd by them, in theLearned Languages 
and Sciences, of Churches, Colleges, Schocls; &c. Founded at their 
Charge 5 and what Offices of State they have born, and how well 
they have acquitted themftlves in them. By John Groome, 
Vicar of Childerditch im Effex, and Chaplain to the Right Ho- 
nourable Robert Earl cf Holdernefs. To which is prefixed a 
Lester to the Author, from the Reverend Dr. Hicks. London 
Printed for J. Wyat at the Rofe, and D. Midwinter at the 
three Crowns im St. Pauls Church-Yard. 1710, 8vwo, 


P. 463, 


ge Motives which induc’d our Author, to fet about this’ 

Work, were the Unjuft Reflections caft upon the Clergy 
of our Exgli{h Church, by prejudic’d Men ; the two Chief of 
which that he has met with, being thefe, That Covetou/ne/s 
and Sloth over run:the Sacred Order, . 

The fir? of thefe Afperfions, put him upon enquiring after 
their Publick Works, which are now in being; and thofe 
which are not ftanding, yet recorded in Hiftory, to perpe- 
tuate the Memory of their Founders. Of this Nature are 
Churches, and Chapels, Colleges, Schools, and Libraries, 
Hofpitals, Monafteries, Priories, Abbies, ¢*c. And fo many 
of their Performances, our Autbor tells us he has found of 
thefe kinds, dispers’d in feveral Authors, as he thinks over 
and above fufficient to clear the Perfons fo abus’d. 

In oppofition to the other Objection of their sloth, our Au- 


thor has made it his Bufinefs to acquant himfelf, how ufeful 
the 
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‘the Clergy have been, in the Promotion and Advancement 


of Learning ; how famous they have been, for. their acquir’d 
Knowledge in the Languages, and all Arts and Sciences of 
Literature: How Celebrated they have been, for the fupply- 
ing of feveral great Places, both of Truftand Honour, in 
the Civil Government: And laftly, upon what Embaflies they 
have been fent, and how well they have acquitted themfelves, 
in thofe nice, and difficult Employs. And upon a Survey of 
thefe Matters, hedeclares that the Clergy, -abftracted from 
their Spiritual Offices, have prov’d exceeding ufeful to this 
Nation, as he hopes the Collection before us will fufficiently 
make out, 

In the Body of this Work our Author tells.us, Tis probable 
that the Reader may find fome Difference, about the Succeflion 
of the Bifhops in their Sees, from what he meets with in o- 
ther Authors: He himfelf has difcover’d a great Variation in 
this matter among Writers; and therefore to give the more 
Satisfaction, has noted the Time of their Living, and the 
Reigns in which they Flourifh’d: And if there fhou’d be any 
Miftake in the Chronology, as our Author is fenfible of none, 
that, he tells us, will break no fquares, nor be any Obftruction 
to his Defign; which is chiefly to publifh the good Works 
they have done ; and not the Times and Reigns in which they 
liv’d. Neverthelefs, to render this Performance as perfec as 
he was able, he has taken care to be exa4 to the utmoft of 
his Ability, even in this Point. 

Another Objection to which our Author finds himfelf liable, 
is the not ranging the Bifhops in Order of Time ; he having 
fometimes poft-pon’d and fet down the senior after the Junior : 
To which he anfwers, That who ever expeés this, is only 
defirous of putting him to the Expence of. much Pains and 
Labour, to another purpofe, that relates notto his prefent 
Bufinefs : It being fufficient for his Defign, to note, and fet 
down their good Works in their proper Places. However 
to atone for this Default, if it fhould be thought one, our 
Author has added an Alphabetical Index, fo that the Reader 


say know, how to meet with any Perfon mention’d in the 
Book (tho’ not in the Appendix) without much Pains or 


Trouble. 
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This Appendix annex’d to the Piece before us, contains fe- 
veral Particulars; Viz. A Lift of feveral Ecclefiaftics, who 
have Written upon other Subjects befides Divinity, Colle&ed 
from P#’s Account of Englifh Authors, publifh’d in Latin. 
An Account of the Foundation of the Univerfity of Cambridge, 
with a Catalogue of the Principal Founders of, and fpecial 
Benefacters to al] the Colleges, to the Year, 1672. Gc. © 

Our Author looks upon it as proper to acquaint his Reader, 
that he has not fet down the Editions, of the Greek and Latin 
Fathers, publifh’d by the Clergy, notwithftanding thefe fhew 
their Knowledge in thofe Tongues, becaufe fuch Works relate 
to their Studies in Divinity, and belong not to his Defign; 
which is to thew their extraordinary Ufefulnefs in Matters di- 
ftin& from their Sacred Learning: And thisis alfo the Reafon. 
that he generally omits their Commentaries upon the Scrip- 
tures, and forarely mentions em. Nor does he concern him- 
felf with the Works of living Perfons, and feldom with the 
Charities of fuch 5; becaufe he wou’d avoid all Appearances of 
Flattery and Diffimulacion, and render his Performance as im- 
partial and inoffenfive as poffible. Indeed he looks upon ir, 
that he was under no Neceffity or Obligation to do this, be 
caufe without it, he has Colle&ed enough for his prefent 
Purpofe. He pretends not, indeed, to comprehend every 
thing thatthe Clergy have done in this Piece, this wou'd have 
fwelld-it into a very large Volume; his only Intent is, to 
prove that the Clergy (not to infift on thei: Spiritual Offices) 
have been ferviceable and ufeful to this Nation, by their Uni- 
verfal Learning, Aéts of Charity, and the Adminiftration of 
Civil Affairs, 

The Work before us, is divided by our Author into four. 
teen Chapters: In thefrjt of which, he treats of the Origin, 
and Dignity of the Clergy, which have brought Men of the 
higheft Rank and Quality into Holy Orders, ec. In the 
fecond, of the Honour and Réfpedt paid to the Ciergy, by the 
Primitive Chriftians. In the third, he undertakes to prove, 
That the Minifters of Chrift, are the juft Proprietors of the. 
Church Revenues. In the fourth, he treats of the Revenues be- 
longing to the Englifh Clergy, their Abufe, and the Privileges 
granted them in Adagna Charta. Inthe fifth, of the Ufefulnefs 
of the Clergy in general to England. In the fixth, of Langua- 
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ges, and their Ufe, the great Labour to underftand ’em; how 
ufeful the Clergy have been with refpect to the Tongues; and 
firft of the Hebrew, Inthe feventh, of the Ufe aud Advan- 
tage of the Greek and Latin Tongues ; and how Beneficial the 
Clergy have been herein. 

In the eighth Chapter, our Anthor treats of Poetry, Logic, 
and Rhetoric; and what theClergy have done, with refpeé 
to thofe Learned Arts. Inthe zinth, he fhews how ufeful the 
Clergy have been in the profitable Sciences of Philofophy and 
Aftronomy. Jn the eenth, of what Ufe to the Public, the 
Studies of the Clergy have been with refpe& to Hiftory,, Geo- 
graphy, Arithmetic and Heraldry. In the eleumth, he treats 
of the Neceffity of Religious Places for Divine Worhhip; 
and fhews what Churches and Chapels have been Founded and 

‘Repair’d by the Clergy of England; and what they have left 
for the Support of thefe Places and thofe that ferve therein. 
‘In the twelfth, of the excellent Ufe of Learning to a Nation ; 
and how Liberal the Clergy have been to forward good and 
learned Education, by founding and endowing Schools, Col- 
‘Jeges and Libraries out of their Revenues. In the thirteenth 
our Authoi treats of Charity, and efpecially the Charitable 
Works of the Clergy, in building Hofpitals and Religious 
‘Houfes. And in the fourteenth aud laft Chapter of this Dif- 
courfe, he makesit his bufihefs to fhew how ferviceable to the 


‘Natioa the Clergy haye been, as Lord-Chancellors, Lord- 


‘Keepers, Secretafies and Ambafladors. 

[ can’t enter here upon any Particulars, under any of thefe 
"Heads ; the Reader may eafily fee, that if they are treated 
with tolerable Accuracy, they muft be Ufeful as well as Di- 
verting. The Account of the Foundation of the Univerfity 


‘of Cambridge (with which I fhall conclude what I have to fay 


relating to this Performance) is as follows, 

‘© TheLearned in Antiquities have diverfly written about 
“* the time of the Foundation of the Univerfity of Cambridge: 
“* fome afhrming it was Founded byCantabern a Prince of Spain, 


* Brother to Partholinus King of Ireland, Son in Law to Gur- 


“ guntins, King of Great Britain, many Years before the In- 


* carnation of our Savionr Chrift ; of whofe Name (according 
“* to the Spanifh Language ) it was firft’call’d Cantabriga; and af- 
“¢ terwards from hisSon Grantinus (who is faid.to.have Wall’d 
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“¢ i¢ about) Grantbriga, and Grantbrige. Others fay, that Caffi- 
“ ailanus,Prince of the Troynobantes, King Ofavias, Arthur King 
“ of Great Britain, and Ethelbert King of Kent, were each of 


‘© °em Founders or Reftorers of the fame. But the moft Au-. 


 thentic writers conclude and agree,that Sigebert .King of the 
““ Eaft-Angles, was the Principal Founder thereof, about the 
% Years 620 and 636, who aflign’d divers Hoftles and Houfes 
“ for Students to inhabit in; giving them large Privileges and 
“‘ Charges, whereof fome are yet extant ; procuring alfo great 
“ Immunities from Pope Honorius the firff, which Sergius the 
“ fir confirm’d, &e. : 
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Hriftiani Daumii Philologi & Polyhiftoris’ Celeberrim, 
c: Epiftole Philologico-Critice, ad Cl. viros D. Andr. 
Bofium, Joh. Gerhardumi& Martinum Hankium Scripte & 
tribus partibus abfolute, quibus accedit Pars IV. feu Ap- 
pendix ad diverfos, nimirum Chriftophorum Pomarium, Er- 
neftum Stockmannum. Jo, Fidlerum, Val. Merbitzium, Geor- 
-gium Seidelium aliofq;exarat, ex ipfis Autographis, diligenter 
erute, indicibufque neceflariis ornate atque in lucem publi- 
cam emiflz 4 Jo. Andr. Gleich. Kemnitze, 1709. in 8. p. 300. 


HOLLAND. 

Celii Aureliani Siccenfis,. Medici. Vetufti, fea Methodica, 
ce Merbis Acutis & Chronicis, Libri VIII. foliex omnium 
methodicorum Scriptis Superftites, Jo. Conradus Amman, 
M.D. recenfuit,emaculavit,notulafgue adjecit.Accedunt feorfim 
Theod. Janfl: ab Almeloveen in Celium Aurelianum note & 
Animadverfiones tam propriz, quam quas ex Doétor. Viror. 
T.ucubrationibus hinc inde collegit ; uc & ejufdem Lexicon 
Celianum. Cum Indicibus Locupletiffimis Amftelodami 1709. 
In 40. p. 728. 

Le Parfait Ambafladeur, divifé en trois Parties Compofe 
em Efpagnol par Don Antonio de Vera, & de Cunniga, Com- 
mandeur de Ordre de S. Jaques; Seigneur des Villes de Sierra, 
Brava, & de §, Lorenzo. Nouvellement traduit en Francois. 
Ouvrage tres utile & neceflaire aux Miniftres d’Etat, Gouver- 
neurs de Provinces, Secretaires des Princes, Agens, & Depu- 
iez de Villes, & Autres Perfonnes, qui manient les Affaires 
Privees & Publiques, & a tous les Curieux qui defirent de 
favoir_en quoi confiftent les fonétions de 1’ Ambaflade. A 
Leide 1728. in8. Tom.I. p. 249. Tom. IL. p. 277. 

Nouvelle Bibliotheque des Auteurs Ecclefiaftiques, conte- 

nant 
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nant l’Hiftoire de leur Vie, le Catalogue, 1a Critique, & Ia 
Chronologie de leurs Ouvrages. Le Sommaire de ce qu’ ils 
contiennent, un jugement fur leur Style, & fur leur DoGrine, 
& le Denombrement des differentes Editions de leurs Oeuvres. 
Par Mr. L. Ellies du Pin. Do&eur en Theologie de la Fa- 


culté de Paris, & Profefleur Royal. Seconde Edition reveue, . 


corrigée, & augmentée. Tome XV. des Auteurs du XVI. 
fiecle de PEglife. AAmfterdam, 1710,-in 40. p. 400. 
Genealogie viginti Iluftrium in Italia Familiarium in tres 
Clafles, fecundum totidem Italie Regiones fuperiorem, medi- 
um, & inferiorem divife, & Exegefi Hiftorica perpetua, illu- 
ftrate, infigniumque Iconibus exornatz, ftudio ac opera Jacobi 
Wilhelmi Imhof, Confiliarii & Queftoris cerarii Norimber- 


genfis. Accedunt in fine de Genealogia & Infignibus familiz. 


de Mediolano Vicecomitum in Belgio jam florentis Epiftole 
duz ab illuftri Viro ex ea orto ad Auctorem hujus operis 


Scripte. Amftelodami, 1710. in Folio, p. 360. 
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B OOK S Publift d this Month, and not Abridged. 


View of the Univerfe, 

or a New Collection 

of Voyages and Travels , 

into all Parts of the World, 

to be Publifh’d Monthly: 

This for Fanuary, Printed for 

F. Knap:on, A. Bell, D, Mid- 
winter. 

The True Englifh Revolu- 
tionift, or the Happy Turn, 
Rightly Taken by Conyers 
Place, Printed for W. Taylor. 

The Jacobitifm, Perjury 
and Popery of High Church- 
Priefts, Sold by 7. Baker. 

Sacheverell and Hoadley, or 
a Dialogue between High- 
Church and Low Church,Sold 
by the Bookfellers of Lowden 


‘and Weftminster. 


The Mifchief of Prejudice; 
or fome Impartial Thovtghts 
upon Dr. Sacheverell’s Sermon, 
Sold by ¥. Baker. 

An Anfwer to the Hiftory 
of Paffive Obedience, juft now 
Re-printed under the Title 
of a Defence of Dr. Sacheverel, 
by Sam, Fobnfon, Printed for 
3. Darby, 


Pulpit-War, or Dr. S-----J, 


- the High-Church Trumpet, 


and Mr. H----ly, the Low 
Church Drum, Engaged, Sold 
by ‘7. Baker, | 
The Trumpeter, a Fable, 
bumbly Infcrib’d to the Low- 


er Houfe of Convocation, 
Printed for 7. Baker. 

Mr. Toland’s Refle&tions on 
Dr. Sacheverell’s Sermon. Ina 
Letter from an Engh(h Man to 
an Hollander, Sold by. 7. 
Baker. 

Dame Huddle’s Letter to 
Mrs. S---»d her Landlady, 
with her Landlady’s Anfwer. 
Printed for 7. Baker. 

The Judgment of K. James 
the Firft and K. Charles the 
Firft, againft Non-Refiftance. 
Printed for 7 Baker, 

The Earl of Torrington’s 
Speech to the Houfe of Com- 
mons, in November 1690. 
Printed in the Year 1710. 

A Collection of Prophetical 
Warnings, Pronounc’d under 
the Operation of the Holy 
Eternal Spirit, &c. Printed 
for B. Bragg. 

_TheDivinePerfe&tions Vin- 
dicated,or fomeBtief Remarks 
On the Bp. of Dublin’s Sermon, 
Oc. By. 7. Edwards, D. D. 
Printed for F. yar. 

Bifhop Hall's hard Meafure 
written by himfelf upon his 
Impeachment of High Crimes 
and Mifdemeaners, for De- 
fending the Church of England. 
Being a Cafe fomething Paral- 
lel to Dr. S-----4, Re-printed 


Inthe Year 1710, 


The 
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_ The Apparition, A Poem, — 


Printed in the Year 1710. 

A Sermon Preach’d before 
. the Right Honourable the 
Lords Spiritual and Tempo- 
ral, the 30th of Fanuary. By 
the Bp. of St. Afaph, Printed 
for Ch. Harper. 

A Sermon Preach’d before 


the Honourable Hovufe of- 


Commons on the 3eth of 
January. By R. Weft, D. D. 


Ptinted for F. Churchill. 

Some Modeft Animadver- 
fions and Reflections upon a 
Sermon Preach’d before the 
Honourable Houfe of Com- 
mons by Dr. Wes#, Printed in 
the Year 1710. 

The Propitiatory Oblation 
in the Holy Eucharift Truly 


Stated and Defended, ec. 


Printed for 3. MJorphew. 
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Some Books latel Imported: from Holland, 4y D. Mid- 
winter, at the Three Crowns in St. Pauls Church- 


Yard. 


Hiloftratorum Opera Gr. 
& Lat. fol. 
Tacqueti Opera Mathem, fol. 
Forbefii Opera Theol. in 2 
Vol, fol. 
Sanfon Geographia Sacra, fal. 
Bibliotheca Anatomica in 3 
Vol, fol. 
Calius Aurelianus, 4o. 
' Willis Opera, 40. 
Cellarii Geographia Antiqua 


49. 
L’ Hofpital Sect. Coniques 4, 
Bellini Opera in 2 Vol. qo. 
Petronius Notis Burmanni 4o. 
Profper Alpinus dePrefagiend. 
Mortis & Vite, 40. 
Bynkerfhock Obferv. Juris 
Romani, 49, 
Noodt de forma emend. doli 
mali, 
Menandri & Philem, Reliquz 
_ noti Clerici, 8vo, 


Barkhufen Hiftoria Medici- 
na, 8ve. 

Ovid & Cefar Variorum, 8vo, 

Nieuwentiit Analyfis, 80, 

Grotius de veritate Religionis 
Chriftiane, 8vo. 

Defenfio Religionis contra 
Toland. 8vo. 

Hofmanni Diflertationis Me- 
dice in 2 Vol. 8vwo. 

Schalamer de Nitro, 8vo. 

Pfaffi Diflertat.de Novo Te- 
{tamento, 8vo. 

Horatii Vita a Maflon, 8vo, 

felian Notis Perizonii in 2 
Vol. 8vo, 

Hefiod Clerici, 8vo. 

Polyeni Stratagemata, Sve, 

Ars Cogitandi, 8vo, 

Verweys Nova Via Docendi 
Grec. 8vo, 

Horace notis Dacier in 10 
Vol, 120 
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R. HARRIS Lexicon Techniceum 2d Volume, will be 
ready to be deliver’d to Subferibers, the laft Week of 
February: Price to Subferibers, is 25 s. a 724 Book Gratis ; 
which Subf{cription will continue, till the Book is Publifhd: 
The firft Volume may be had at the fame Price, of the Un- 
dertakers D. Brown, T. Goodwin, JF. Walthoe, F. Nacholfon, 
B. Took, D, Midwinter, M. Atkins, and F. Wara. 














Here are now Publifh’d Mr. A4l’s Maps of the World 
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in Two Sheets, each on a large Elephant Paper, with curious 
Adornments, engrav’d by an Excellent Artift; each of ’em 
Price 1s. 6d, Printed for D. Midwinter, at the Three Crowns, 
“in St. Pawl’s Church-Yard. : 


The Dignity and Honour of the Clergy, reprefented in an 
Hiftorical Collection ; Shewing, how ufeful and ferviceable 
the Clergy have been to this Nation; by their Univerfal 
Learning, Acts of Charity, .and the Adminiftration of Civil 
Offices, ec. By F. G. With.a Letter to the Author from the 
Reverend Dr. Hicks. Printed for ‘f. Wyat, at the Rofée, and 
D. Midwinter, at the Three Crowns in St. Paul’s Church-Yard, 








